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Honeywell, Inc. sent its placement recruiters to MIT this past
fMonday and Tuesday, and they were met here by pickets and
demonstrators in the lobby of building 7 and at the Placement
Uffice, building E19. The pickets were sponsored by the Clergy and

Latty Congerned,

and protested Honeywell's involvement in

weapons research, and particularly anti-personnel weapons allegedly

used in Vietnam.

Photo by Roger Goldstein

By Jonathan L. Weker

{This is the second of two
articles on the MIT-Wellesiey
Exchange. —Ediior)

Throughout the first five
yvears of the MIT-Wellesley Ex-
change, most of the higher-level
policy considerations generated
by the cross-registration program
between the {we schools has
been handled by the Joint Com-
mittee on the MIT-Wellesley Ex-
change, which in a recently-
released report recommended
the continuation of the program.
However, the actual administra-

Lices

By Ken Davis

MIT is currently exploring
the possibility of obtaining a
figuor Hcense for the Student
Center.

Arrangements are being made
by the Dining Service, Student
Center Committee, and Dean’s
Office to sell beer on tap at the
Center, probably in 20 Chim-
neys.

The liguor license would be
in the name of MIT, although
one person will be named as
responsible for ad ministering the
sales. The beer itself would be
obtzined and sold by the
Dining Service,

“Our first task is to see what
can be set up in 20 Chimneys,”
said Jon Hartshorne, Assistant
Pean for Student Affairs, He
stated that having beer in the
Student Center has the potential
of bringing more people into the
bujlding. *I think the biggest
problem will be what it does to
the Student Cenger,” he said.,

Since 20 Chimneys is pri-
marily an eating place, the Siu-

tive work created by the ex-
change has been the domain of
Jane Sauer the MIT coordinator

of the exchange, and her
counterpart at Wellesley, Helen
Falkson.

Both coordinators have sur-
veyed their respective student
bodies and have found that the
exchange enjoys a high degree of
approval on both campuses.

But there are a number of
problems generated by the ex-
change which have surfaced both
in the Joint Committee’s report
and in the surveys.

dent Center Committee is jook-
ing intc areas where people
might be able to sit and drink in
a more pub-like atmosphere, The
space outside 20 Chimneys is
being considered, according to
SCC chairman Steve Wallman.

are being

Tentative plans

made to seil draft beer on tap in

the area immediately to the right
of 20 Chimneys doot. Opinion
is being gathered about what
type of beer to buy, Prices, it is
heped, will be attractive to the
student, under 35 cents for a
twelve-ounce glass. Operations
may be underway as early as
April.

Although definite arrange-
ments have not yet been made,
beer drinking will probably be
restricted to certain areas of the
building. Students will be dis-
couraged from bringing theijr
brew to the library, for example.

MIT currently holds two beer
and wine licenses, one for Ash-
down House and the other for
The Muddy Charles.
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By Wendy Peikes

The issue of “permanent male
guests” was the major topic of
discussion at a packed house
meeting at McCormick on Tues-
day. The question, which has
been debated often in the past,
concerns men who live in the
officially all-women dorm
without paying rents or being
assigned to the dorm.

The issue came to a head
recently when the house govern-
ment distributed copies of let-
ters between House President
Anita Horton and Dean for Stu-
dent Affairs Carola FEisenberg
(the letiers were subsequently
published in The Tech, March
&). Eisenberg stated that word of
the matter had come to her by
way of students who did not
want to take the matter to the
house government.

According to Eisenberg,
many residents were upset about
their situation, and too embar-
rassed to complain to their fel-
low residents. In some cases,
women wanted to move from
their suite or floor because they
objected to sharing their facili-
ties with men.

She mentioned that many
voung girls are not ready by
their freshmen year to enter a
iiving situation with men. Others
were allowed to go to MIT be-

&3

!

2

,

Serious

Perhaps the most
problem which the exchange has
encountered is the demand made
by the Ad Hoc¢ Commitiee on
the Role of Women Students at
MIT that the exchange be re-
evaluated with regard to the
nosition of female students at
MIT. According to Sauer, the
fear expressed by manv MIT
coeds is that the exchange would
detract from MIT’s recruitment
of female students,

In the report it issued last
vear, the Ad XMoc Committee
stated that “MIT has a respon-
sibility for the education of
women in science and tech-
nology.” The report argues that
many persons feel the exchange
is primarily for the social benefit
of MIT men and Wellesley
women. ““The social component

of the exchange program must

be made explicit and handled in
an honest, open manner, jest any
woman studying at MIT not be
considered seriously as a stu-
dent.”

According tfo the surveys
taken at both schools, however,
a majority of the students do
not feel the primary value of the
exchange is purely social. The
survey given last spring to ail
MET undergraduates shows that
most MIT students viewed the
exchange as being advantageous
in several respects, enhancing the
academic, social and general en-
vironments of both schools.
Only 8.8% of those responding
to the survey feit the exchange
was essentially social in natuze.
Among exchange participants,
this figure was 2.9%.

Falkson sympathized with
some of the demands made by
the MIT coed group. “I think
they're right,” she commented,
“I think MIT did use Wellesley
as a back door to coedity.”

{Piease turn to page 3)

cause of the fact that the
an all-women’s dorm. One par-
ent has even called up the Insti-
tute and accused them of getting
women students under “false
pretenses,”” by claiming a2 *‘non-
existent™ all women’s dorm,

Eisenberg continued to say
that girls who are having any
sort of problems with habitual
male guests should feel free to
express their feelings., They
should not wonder why they
“can’t adjust,” and instead con-
centraie on finding a place wher
they fit in betier. The proper
channels to go through for
solutions of problems related to
this matter are fudCom, McCor-
mick tutors, senior tutors and
housemasters. The Dean’s office
is not the best place to bring
these problems.

Although some girls disliked
the mere presence of men perm-
anently wvisiting the dorm, most
of the complaints Dear Eisen-

berg heard were of specific
actions of “‘resident non-
residents.”” Some objected to
men coming out of the shower
naked, others protested an extra
squeere on their already crowd-
ed cooking facilities. Another
frequent complaint was of not
being prepared to live in a2 “*coed
dorm.”

Eiserberg said that ““The girls
don™ want to feel too ‘puritani-
cal,” s0 many don’t voice their
opinions, It’s a shame that
people can't express them-
selves.” She would also iike
everyoene to know that this prob-
lem is not unique to McCormick.

After hearing enough com-
plaints, Eisenberg sent a letter to
outgoing McCormick Hall presi-
dent Janet Markham, expressing
concern for “‘individual students
who find themselves in an un-
comfortable sjtwaiion with no
recourse.”

(Please turn to page 2}
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Tuesday night the Interfrater-
nity Conference (IFC) elected a
new slate of officers, headed by
Chairman David Bernstein *74 of
SPE. The group aiso heard the
first official announcement of
the Fijt Island Partw

The main business of the
heavily attended meeting (18
out of the 29 f{raternities were
present) was the election of of-
ficers. Bernstein, a student
director of the Coop, spoke of
“increasing communication be-
tween fraternities,” and “involv-
ing freshmen,” perhaps in an
IFC froshcon. He beat David
Gromala 74 of DTD and Bill
Dynan "75 of SN.

Gromala was then elected
vice-chairman of the IFC. The
other new officers are Stan Roth
75 of TZ, Secretary; Mark
Oakes 73 of DXKE, Treasurer;
Mark Keogh °76 of TC, Pur-
chasing Manager Committee
Chajrman; Mark Derrick, PMC
Warehouse Chairman; Carl
Muelier 75 of SPE, Community
Reiations; Wayne Stargardi °74
of TC, Rush Chairman; and
Drew Jaglom 74 of DTD, Jud-
Comm Chairman.

Members of PDG then re-
minded the meeting of the up-
coming Fiji Island Party,
which is open to the whole
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community and is free, except
for transportation. That party is
to be held on Saturday, May 5.

In other business, members
were told that the IFC Bad Debt
Committee would accept cases
from now until April 5, under
procedures that would be
slightly different than those used
before. It was reported that
Cases would then be processed
and acted on by Assistant Dean
for Student Affajrs Ken Brown-
ing by April 26. A constitutionai
amendment was passed, creating
the post of Finance Management
Chairman. This officer is sup-
posed to oversee the Bad Debt
Committee and handle its corres-
pondence, as weil as attempting
to improve treasury practices
throughout the fraternity sys-
tem. One officer estimated that
“90% of the fraternities’ bad
debts could be recovered with
dedication and persistence.” He
went on to suggest a bad debt
officer in any house which has a
major problem.

The meeting also included the
announcement that Gibbs Gil
has been selected by IFC as its
official recommended oil sup-
plier, Nineteen houses already
use the company, which made
the lowest bid for service.

FIVE CENTS

nounced
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(Continued from page 1)

At the meeting Housemaster |
Steve Senturiz explained that
. the letter from Eisenberg con-
tained a veiled threat. “There are
two conflicting rules on the
books at MIT. There is a legal
Iimit to the number that can
reside in McCormick. There is
also another rule which allows
visitors 24 hours a day. The
Dean’s office is embarrassed by
this contradiction. They would
Like it if all the guys at
McCormick would suddenly van-
ish.” '

Holly Heine, a senior tutor,
then spoke up. “Girls must re-
alize that they must restrict their
guests. The regular resi-
dents should not have to fight
for working space or bathrooms.
The newer and younger residents
are being hurt the most, because
they are afraid to speak up.”

Girls at the meeting expressed
widely varying opinions on the
matter. A few claimed that men
in a girls’ room all the time had
no effect on them, but one
hanging around in the lounge
could be wvery annoying. Most
did not at all obiect fo the idea
of males being present all of the
time, and several remarked that
it was really great to relate freely
to members of the opposite sex.

A small, but highly vocal
group of girls objected strongly.
to the mere presence of ““habit-
ual male guesis.” An objection
was raised to the men using “‘our
water, our electricity, while we
are the only ones paying rent?”’
Others mentioned the exira
spaces 2t the lounge tables used
when guests are eating, the extra
time used on the washers and
dryers, and the fact that they
felt uncomifortabie walking
around in pajamas and rollers
with members of the opposite
sex present.

Seniuria emphasized that
males at McCormick, sven if
they are there 24 hours a day,
“are guests, not residents, whose
rights are only second to those
of regular residents” The house-
master reminded the girls that
JudCom, the house officers, the
tutors and senior tutors and
themselves are available to dis-
cuss such matters in private.

Senturia claims that there will
be no inspection of rooms or

mass “cleanout” of all long-term
male guests. What he hopes will
be accomplizhed is that anyone
having problems will not be inti-

midated by their peers, but wiil_.

ask for help within the dorm.

Anita Horton, new president
of McCormick Hall, stated that
there could be no general guide-
lines set for a dorm-wide policy.
A ginl in a double whose room-
mate has a permanent male guest
has a legitimate complaint. The
couple causing trouble should
not be immediately thrown out,
but other arrangements could be
made,

According to Horton, a girl
hestitates to move oui of her
suite for fear of being placed in a
double or a triple. However, she
should realize that it is possible
that swaps could be made bei-
ween girls who are dissatisfied
with their present suite or floor.

One of the improvements
Horton suggested was a change
in the priority system for assign-
ing roomis.

Linda Tufts, JudCom chair-
man, said that “the women
haven’t gone to the dorm gov-
emment for help. We would like
everyone to know that maiiers
discussed with JudCom are com-
pletely confidential. There is no
necessity for everyone to know
about anyone eise’s problems.”

A member of the JFudicial
Committee will soon be visiting
each floor and suite to discuss
problems of this matter and to

encourage evervone to take their
probiems to the house govern-
ment or the tutors before con-
sulting the deans.

Horton summed things up by
saying, “If you don’t like where
you're living, there’s no sense in
staying there.”

Markharn, outgoing president,
said that the meeting ‘“‘made
people more aware that a2 prob-
lem exists. It 2lso let people with
complaints know that they have

o complain.”
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There was no major decision
made at the meeting, sach as a
raid to oust the mer now in
McCormick, or make their host-
esses pay rent. Bui, as Senturia
put it “Girls with permanent
male guests were put more on
the defensive.” And girls object-
ing to these guests were assured
protection of their rights first,
before those of nonvresidents,
including the right to have one
that particularly offends them
removed, if necessary.

AND T SALMY
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(Continued from page 1}
However, judging from the re-.
sults of a survey given this past
December to all Wellesley stu-
dents, Falkson did not agree
with the contention that the
exchange is primarily social in
character, claiming that most
Wellesiey students do not view

another 35.8% found that de-
parimental requirements created
“some difficulty” with regard to
the same endeavor. An addition-
al 50 respondents (5.5%) said
that because Wellesley exams for
fail term courses are given during
IAP, they did not take a Welles-
jey subject last vear.

&
several factors which created

“some tension between the dorm-

itory’s residents and the ex-
changees. Perhaps the primary
cause of the ill feeing was that
McCormick residents had not
been consuited on the arrange-
ments for the residence ex-
change that directly concerned

By Richard Parker
Cancer: 20,000 new victims
in Massachusetts annually; can-
cer: the second leading cause of
death in our society; cancer:
understanding it and curing the

times do form a lump or fill ihe
bone marrow; however, they do

not understand the yeasons be- -

hind the growth.

“Trying to understand why
the cells grow uncontroliably isa

the exchange in social terms. “I According to the Joini them, an oversight which the  disesse are now the goals of problem of practical importance
don’t think most students go to Committee repost, it is generally  Joint Commitiee’s report urges  MIT’s newest research center. and  requires great scientific
MIT with the idea of dating MIT acknowledged that grades at not be committed in the future. sophistication,” Baltimore

students,” she deciared. Noting
the stereotype image of the
crewcut Tech Tool with slide
rule in hand and white socks on
feet does rather fittle to enhance
sttich infentions.

Falkson also expressed her
belief, perpetrated by the
Wellesley survey, that the =x-
change is beneficial in many
respects. “*Most don’t come here
primarily for acadeinics,” she
remarked of MIT cross-regis-
trants. “Primarily, they want a
new approach to teaching.”

Yet, despite the liberal arts
approach to teaching that pre-
vails at Wellesley, there has been
a problem in finding enough
MIT students interested in the
exchange toc meet the demand
by Wellesley students to take
courses at MIT. Even though
there are 4100 undergraduates at
MIT, compared to 1700 at
Wellesley, there has always been
a greater number of Wellesley
students inferested in the ex-
change, with the exception of
the fall 1968 semester, when the
exchange was begun. During that
semester, participation was limit-
ed to 80 students from each
school. Thereafter, it was agreed
that the two schools would stay
within 20% of each other in
cross-enrollment, so that by fast
spring 272 Wellesley studenis
and 224 MIT undergraduates
were able to participate. How-
ever, the 20% guideline has
necessitaied the establishment of
restrictions by Wellesley on
participation in the exchange.
During the current semester, no
Wellesley student was allowed to
take more than one course at
T, and freshmen were barred
from participating altogether.

Several reasons have been
given to explain the lopsided
interest in the exchange. “I
really think scheduling is a2 big

problem,” remarked Sauer, not- have done little to impress MIT nation between the two.” i - . f.’
ing that MIT students on the with the seriousness of their own PREGNANT?? mages of Man Series i
whole have considerably more intentions (o pursue careers in s EE u
class hours per week than do engineering and science. The WITH PRORBLEMS? _’.i“:
Wellesley students, jeaving little non-scientific orientation of the ) Science & Mystery k,
time for a Wellesley subject. efucgji?ln pursued by most of WE CAN HELP. “ in the i
Furthermore, according to the the Wellesley students living in ,
survey given at MIT, 15.9% of McCormick Hall last year om the CALL 787-4400 Study of Human Language i
those responding indicated that residence exchange was one of e IR =
it would be “very difficult” to Y. ‘ ] 5

GREEK FOOD AT 1S BEST &

take a course at Wellesley due to
deparimental -requiremt, and

T

MIT tend 1o be higher than
those given at Wellesiey. Though
no Wellesley student stated that
grades were the prime moti-
vation for taking a course at
MIT, exchange participauts on
the average fared better than the
average student in a comparabie
course at Wellesley.

Furthermore, according to
the Joint Committee’s report,
Wellesley courses emphasize pro-
tocol, attendance, and punciu-
ality regarding completion of
work, features which some past
exchange participants have
found to be somewhat oppres-
sive, especially in Iight of the
relaiive laxness of MIT courses.
On the other hand, the MIT
“habit” of attending classes and
handing in work seemingly at
the student’s whim has caused a
minor degree of consternation
among Wellesley professors.

Another phenomenon con-
cerning the selection of courses
at MIT by Wellesley students has
arisen which has not been antici-
pated at the outset of the ex-;
change. MIT students, as ex-
pected, enrolled primarily in
Wellesley humanijties and social
science classes, However, it had
also been expected that Welles-
ley students would fake advan
tage of science and_ engineering
courses, in which MIT acknow-
fedges that its strength lies. This
has not happened; instead,
50.4% of cross-registered Welles-.
lev students iast fall were enrol--
led in MIT humanities and social
science courses, an additional
25.4% and 3.4% took architec-
ture and management courses,
respectively.

The nature of the courses
selected by most Wellesley
crossregistrants has furthered
the claims of MIT coeds, who
feel that the course selections
made by the Wellesley students

The report also offers some
explanation for the balance of
the course selection made by
Wellesley cross registrants, stat-
ing that “this may be because
most Wellesley students are not
science majors, and that MIT’s
academic strengths go beyond
science and engineering.”
Science majors at Wellesley are
plagued by the same handicap as
engineering and science students
at MIT, namely that courses
offered in the student’s major
field at the other school de not
fit in his depariment’s course
sequence and thus cannot fulfill
departmental requirements.

Most of the other problerms
encountered by the MIT-
Wellesley exchange have been
mechanical in nature, concerning
transportation, registration, drop
dates and grades. “It is not a
positive factor that the two
schools are so far apari,” re-
marked Joint Committee co-
chairman Robert Garis, Dean of
Wellesiey College.

Operating busses hourly bet-
ween the two campuses has been
the major expense incurred by
the exchange, costing approxi-
mately $45,000 annually. Fund-
ing has come from the general
funds of both institutions, in
addition to a grant given by the
Henry Luce Foundation to both
schools.

Conflicting drop dates and
regisiration procedures have not
increased the ease of operation
of the exchange, and the unsyn-
chronized calendars of the two
schools does not work in the
exchange’s favor. However as
ws poinied out by Robert
Alberty, the Joint Commitiee’s
other co-chairman and Dean of
the School of Sciences at MIT,
“when vou have cooperation
hetween two institutions, you
cannot expect complete coordi-

On October | the MIT Cancer
Research (enter will open its
doors in the hope of curing a
disease that scientisis still do not
understand. According to David
Baliimore, recently appointed as
an American Cancer Society Pro-
fessor of Microbiclogy, research-
ers today know that cancer cells

grow uncontreilably and som

A g

stated. “In effect, this combi-
nation is the fundamental reason
that the National Institute of
Health decided to fund the Cen-
ter.” -

Presently, there are two ma-
jor theories as to why the cells
divide without control. The first
assumes that cells normally re-

{Please turn to puge 9)
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By Pervez Heodbhoy

Following the Second Worid War, the
United States tcook upon itself, among
other things, to become the principal
educator of the underdeveloped countries
in Asia, Africa and Latin America. The’
once shuttered gates of universities here
opened to foreign studemis and today
there are over a hundred thousand foreign
students in US universities, The student
body at MIT contains about 13% foreign
students. Ten years ago foreign students
were objects of curiosily; today ihey
scarcely draw any interest, partly because
of increased numbers and partly because
of a deepening iIntroversion within
American society. Ostensibly, these
students are here because they will prove
to be of benefit to their countries, This is
the assumption which 1 wish to question,
In doing so, I shall resirict discussion to
Pakistan, although these arguments apply

almost verbatim tco India and are
generally applicable te third world
countries,

Firstly an estimated minimum of 90%
of students who come here for higher
education do not return to their countries
after their educational geals have been
met. (This does not include military and
government officers sent for professional
training at government expense .)
Becoming accustomed o a higher
standard of living, they are absorbed into
the mainstream of life here and become
permanent citizens. The qualifications of
incoming students from Pakistan range
from a minimum of two years of college
to almost qualified doctors. The exodus
of the latter has reached crisis
proportions. The transfer of skilled or
trained manpower to the industrialized
nations, especially the United States,
represents a significant dimunition in the
already  impoverished rescurces of
underdeveloped couniries.

those students who do
choose to_return to their countries
generally  belong to one of three
categories. These indude people who
have been assured of a high government
position job with a multi-national
corporation which conducts operations
within that country. To ilusirate the
point, of the two Pakistanis who have
returned to Pakistan after receiving
degrees from MIT (an estimated 50
Pakistanis have so far been enrolled here),
one has set up a texiile and plastics plant
while the other is a consultant for a
foreign firm. Significanily, the head of
the present regime in Pakistan, Mr.
Zuifigar Ali Bhutte, is a graduate of the

Secondly

University of California at Berkeley. Two
of his children are presentily studying at
Harvard.

Thirdly how does one apply the
methods of a highly technological society
relying on ali the modern sophistications
to another society where the basic
problems of food and shelter are far from
resolved? Four vyears of electrical
engineering at MIT can make one capable
of understanding the iniricacies of
computer circuitry or network design.
But, the great majority of Pakistani
peopie have not even got electricity in
their homes not to mention sanitation or
even a ‘pucca’ rocf. Foreign students in
technical fields rarely, if ever, are able fo
get thesis topics in an area which might
be relevant to some aspects of their

countrics need. The relevance of
education here to our own countries is
seriously  questionable. The acute

probiems of underdeveloped countries
today are solvable to a great extent using
very basic technologies, all of which are
avallable today. The problem of
application of these technologies is a
social one, not a technical one. To
develop higher and higher technelogies
without heeding the basic social problems
is a typical and dangerous phenomena
everywhere,

Fourthly the impact of {oreign
education is not to be measured by the
numbers of students who go abroad — it
goes beyond that. Firstly the lure of the
great bountles that supposedly lie across
the ocean is sufficientiy distracting to
make an average graduate from a local
college or university very dissatisfied with
his present, rather medicore job. This
includes irresponsibility, arising from the
feeling that he is inadequately paid. He
sees his friends depert from the country
for purposes of ‘higher education,” and he
will not rest easy until he too can do the
Same. Similarly, in educational
institutions, the best studenis leave the
country for foreign education (the
intentions of returning fading away with
time), decreasing the overall quality of
the student population. The
psychological impact of this on local
institutions Is such as to eliminate any
pride in genuine iniellectual achievement.
After ali, true education must lie abroad,
for why else did the better students
choose to go there? Consequently the
success of a university or college is
measured only in how well jt prepares
students for further education in
American, British or French universities.
This attitude of mental slavery is one of
the reasons responsible for the total lack
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Calendar of Corporation Meetings
and Corporation Visiting Committee Meetings
197273

Asof March 5,1973

March 16 Mechanical Engineering
March 22, 23 Architecture & Planning
April 11,12 Sponsored Research
April 12,13 Philosophy
April 19, 20 FElectrical Engineering
Aprid 25, 26 Nutrition & Food Science
April 26, 27 Physics
May 7 Ocean Engineering
May 10, 11 Arts

THE WIZARD OF ID

June 1
Quarterly Meeting of the Corporation

Visiting Committees tentatively planning
meetings include Civil Engineering, which
is planning for the fall.

{The publication of this list is for the
information of the communizy only. It is
not an invitation to attend meetings
witich are normally closed to the public.
Further information may be obtoined
from the departmental headguarters
involved. —Editor}

of original resegrch in any of Pakistan’s
five universities.
Observing
universities here have done on returning
to Pakistan is a matier requiring further
analysis, Scme qualitative features are

what  graduvaies f{rom

clear. The introduction of automation
and construction of capital intensive
industries by some of these people has by
no means reduced unemployment,
instead it has  increased social
stratification and ceniralizing of power.
Sophisticated marketing and advertising
methods are being used much in the same
way as in the United Statesfor much the
same purposes. The absurd cruelty of this
situation should not be missed by anyone
-~ we, who are 2 nation unable to feed
and shelter ourselves in any remoiely
adequate manner, are being lured into
becoming compulsive consumers of
cigarettes, perfumes and watches, The
haughty arrogance for all things local, of

To the Editor:
From Week to Week

No matter who you are, survival is a
struggle in Cambridge, and my everyday
war is well into its second year now. And,
although the grinding traffic, the unintel-
ligible accents, and the Sonya Hamilin
Show all represent major battles, it’s
sometimes the little things that get vou
by from week tc week,

I was in New Haven last week, visiting
the ifaw school. it was 11:30 and } was
about to head back when an idea surfaced
— why not wander into Professor Bickel’s
office and presumptuousiy see if he’s free
for lunch? So, now allowing myself suf-
ficient time to think abonut it and bag the
idea. I knocked.

“Hi-Mr.-Bickel-I’m-Don-Moore-
a-graduate-student- at-MIT-and-you-may-
think-this-a-bit-strange-but-I-was- visiting-
the- law-school- today- and-I've- read-a-
lot-by-you-and-about-you-and- I-thought-
I’d-see-if-you-were-free-for-lunch.”

“Well, Mr. Moore, I don’t think it
strange at all. In fact, Pm flattered that
yvou asked, and - if I weren't tied up
already — Pd be glad to. Perhaps if vou
called next time.”

Well, I told you it was a small gesture;
but nevertheless here we have Alexander
Bickel — a rather well knewn law profes-
sor -- being flaztered that I — a relative
waif off the street — had asked him to
lunch.

So, a win will be eked out in Weekly
Battie No. 82; but the war certainly
would be a lot easier if there were onlya
few more Bickels in the battles.

Donovan B. Moore *73

those who have returned for any of the
three reasons outlined earlier and their
extoliing of the pleasures of life in the
United States compounds the frutrations
of many people they come info coniact
with.

Without discussing the motivations for
attracting foreign studenis to the United
States, one cannot say whether or not
foreign education has been successful
from the U.8. point of view. It certainly
has neot been so for the underdeveloped
countries, Nor has the spirit of
internationalism developed among foreign
students, What has happened in many
cases is “Americanization’ which is more
an acknowledgement of inferiority than

an expression of having achieved a feeling

of international brotherhood. It is tragic
but true that there will be no
international brotherthood umntil the
inequalities between nations disappear,
unless the underdeveloped countries can
throw off the yoke of greedy exploitation
and of povesty and hunger, education
alone cannot heip.

(Pervez Hoodbhoy is a graduate student
at MIT, A seminar for foreign students
thinking of going home is being held on
March 15 at 4 pm in the International
Student Lounge, Walker Mewmorial. For
move information contact: The Foreign
Student Office, x3-3795. ~Editor)

LETTERS

Letters to The Tech are run on a space
available basis. They are never cut.

Editor-in-Chief; the decision is based on
factors of brevity, community interest,
and/or introduction of new and interest-
ing information. All letters must be
signed, although signatures may be
witheld on request. Letters that are not
typewritten will not be considered.
Preference will be given to triple spaced

fetters typed on a 57 space line.

No leiter longer than 14 inches long wiil
be rtun In the future. If done to the
specification suggested, that length would
be 64 lines. Longer opinons should be
submitted to Commentary.

Letters are run at the discretion of the |
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by Mark Astolfi

Split Ends - The Move {United Artisis)

When the conversation turns to British
bands which were big faves in their
homeland but whose records were stiffs
stateside, the paradigmatic case always
bemoaned is the Move. Nobody really
knows why they didn’t become popular
in America, but one thing is for sure: the
Move’s two spin-off bands, Electric Light
Orchestra and Wizzard, are not going to
follow suit. In fact, this record may well
turn cut to be some manner of a posthu-
mous smash for Messers. Wood, Lynne,
and Bevan, alias the Move.

A little history: Roy Wood and Bev
Bevan are the only remaining members of
the original Move, five guys who began
their auspicious career in 1966. From the
beginning, their 45’s were no strange
bedfellows with the Top of the Pops, and
despite several personnel changes and
defections, the Move spent the next four
years cavorting about, causing trouble
and great singles, married to whatever
trendiness was currently in fashion, be it
Who-ike exhibitionism, flower-power, or
whatever. The favorite Move story, here
retold for the billionth time, concerns a
single called ““Flowers in the Rain.” To
insure its doubtless success, Move man-
ager Tony Secunda mailed out promo-
tional postcards which featured a doctor-
ed photo of then-P.M. Harold Wilson
between the sheets with his secretary.
Harold wasn’t amused, regardless of the
fact that three quarters of England were
whispering the rumor long betore
Secunda moved mn. The courts con-
sequently compensated for Wilson’s neg-
ligibie sense of humor by awarding him
all proceeds from the sale of the single.

The change that spelled the eventual
end for the Move-as-we-know-it came
when lead vocalist Carl Wayne, a latent
Tom Jones type, split to search for
superstardom on the lounge and barroom
circuit, to be replaced by one Jeff Lynne.
Together with Wood, called by some
{especially those who write Move liner
notes) “one of the foremost minds in
British rock and roll,”” and volcanic drum-
mer Bev Bevan, he eliminated the last
trace of bubblegum from the Move with
one fell saurian swoop, viz: the single

“Brontosaurus.” Then, a warm-up album’

later, came Message frem the Country,
the last Move guz Move album, and
probably the best, Already, the two sides
of the Move, like the prophase of a
paramecium, had begun to become de-
lineated: the rumbling, raspy rock and
roil that was to become Wizzard, and the
classically-oriented (celio, French horn,
violin} rock of Electric Light Qrchestra.
After Megssage, the Move changed their
name {o Electric Light Orchestra, to
indicate that this was something new and
adventurous, and the album by the same
name certainly was, both in style—
stretching horizons, and in the fact that it
sold (1) in the states.

Roy Wood has since left ELO to form
Wizzard, while Jeff and Bev and numer-
ous renegades from the London Sym-
phony keep the Flectric Light burning.
Both should have albums out shortly.

But meanwhile, the now-defunct Move
is again on record, in the guise of Split
£nds. This album is actually Message
Jrom the Country with three songs taken
out and five Move singles added to the
remaining seven, It's as close as we're
probably going to come to a Move Great-
est Hits package, and it’s worth an arm
and a leg to own, a truly spectacular
collection. The singles include:

“Do Ya” - The Move’s first authentic
American AM hit, it is the latest, greatest
reincarnation of the Riff That Will Never
Die {see: Alice Cooper’s ‘‘Be My Lover,”
Kinks’ “Top of the Pops,” Troggs’ “Wild
Thing™)

“California Man™ - “Do Ya”’s flip
side, and my favorite on the album, it’s a
full-throttle Fifiies romp, hacking Jerrv

Lee Lewis to smithereens. “Goin’ to 2
party, meet me after school .. . ™
“Chinatown’ ~ A catchy, rather than
heavy, pop ditty, its slithering George
Harrisonesque guitar licks reminding me
of what the Beatles, had they stuck
together, might have sounded like circa

1971, before they turned space-fag, right |

in time with 1972.

“*Tonight™ An inspired,
acoustic, half-rockela number,

And among the Message from the
Country material, the best includes:

“Message from the Country” — Move
in the ELO vein, this anthem has a strong
“I Am the Walrus” feel, as did ELO’s
showcase number “10538 Overture.”

“It Wasn’t My Idea To Dance” — Also
classically-oriented, this time with Roy
Wood’s beguiling oboe; like “‘Bronto-
saurus,” the tune disintegrates into a
biinding yet purposeful cacophony.

“Until Your Mama's Gone” — A great
rocker to shake yer bum to, sounding like
a Mesozoic John Kongos.

“No Time” -- A silvery, stlow cut, with
tight, tinny, and beautiful harmonies that
rival the likes of the Turtles or Holliss in
impact.

And on and on goes the Move genius,
too damr incredible to give vou much of
a sense of here. Best aibum of the vear?
Who cares. It’s just so great when an
underrated band finally emerges, and
blows the house down., Don’t miss this
record.

half-

Messing round
Pposton

by Mark Preissler

'This past weekend, Loggins and
Messina ripped it up at the Grpheum, the
third time they’ve graced the fair Hub of
the Universe with their spirited brand of
countrified rock and roll. Here's what
came to pass, starling at the finish and
backtracking: Kenny and Jim and friends
performed twoe encores, consisting of
iheir smash AM hit “Your Mama Don’t
Dance,” and a cut from their first album,
“Nobody But You.” The latter mads
explicit the shoricomings of the
acoustical environs of the Orpheum. This
was especially evident when Larry Sims
belched out the bass line to “Nobody But
You.” The band’s performance was up to
par in every respect, being as tight and
tuneful as ever, but suffering, as do all
bands, at the hands of Boston concert
halls. At least they didn’t have the singular
priviledge to play the Garden.

For their {finale, they performed
“Yahevaia,” the only song whose
arrangement was significantily altered

from tiheir recordings. The song began
with Al Garth playing the recorder to
accompany Jon Clarke’s fwo recorders.
This was accompanied by a creaking of
masts; in fact, several people mentioned
that they smelied Otld Spice.
Unfortunately the song was long and
boring, with extended scund effects that
demonstrated the individuzl proficiencies
of the musicians but not to any kind of

audience

AL e
The Move

continuity,

The front end of their set consisted of
mere songs from their first two albuins,
among them “Holiday Hotel” which
spotlighted Clarke and Garth, “Golden
Ribbons,” “Angry Eyes,” and “Back To
Georgia.”” Sirce it was announced that
the concert was being recorded for a live
album, it would seem that L&M might
have done some new songs, or performed
the old ones differently. Not so. The only
noticeable change was the lack of
keyboards (Michael Omartian played
keyboards on their first two LPs), and an
extended version of ““Vahevala.”

Before this, however, Kenny Loggins
played a sub-sct consisting of “his” songs.
Starting with “House at Pooh Corner,”
unaccompanied on a six-string, he
followed with “Danny’s Song,” ““Lady of
My Heert,” and ““Long-Tailed Cat.”

My only real beef with the concert was
the use of the first two minutes or so of
““Also Sprach Zarathustra.” [ expected
Kenny o appear with an eagle (Messina?)
on his shoulder and a serpent at his feet,
like Zarathustra greeting the sunrise. This
was not the case, however, for as soon as
he appeared on stage, the nonsense was
over and the music began.

Before Loggins and Messina was a
warm-up set by Jim Croce, commencing
with “Bad, Bad Leroy Brown.” Probably
the most exciting thing about the Croce
set was the guitar-playing of Maury
Muehleisen. The songs were interspersed
with pickup-truck humor like “I realized
one summer that up to three hundred and
fifty pounds, a girl is still a person, but
over four hundred she becomes a place.”

Croce did ait of his hit songs:
“Operator,” “Rapid Rey,” “Don’t Mess
Around With Jim.” Unfortunately all of

Croce’s songs are built upon overused
chord struciures, and consequently the
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attention, except to the tunes they
recognized. But Croce has presence and
kept the audience ai least awake with his
spurious jokes and the incredible rapport
between himself and Muehleisen.

didn’t pay a heck of a lot of high-class artist.

Buchanan and

streitched snakes

by Neal Vitale

Second Album — Roy Buchanan (Polyv-
dor)
Roy Buchanan (Polydor)

. Buch and the Snake Stretchers {One of

Three) — Roy Buchanan (Biova Sound)

Two facts become painfully obvious as
one listens to these three records (the
sum total of recorded Roy Buchanan),
watches the guitarist and band on stage,
or catches a repeat on TV of the NET
special from last year that introduced Mr.
Buchanan — 1) Roy Buchanan may well
be the best American clectric guitarist
alive today, if not the best world-wide,
and 2) he is quagmired in his current
group, the Snake Stretchers, who are said
to relate to him the same way a quarry
worker relates to a pilece of scuipted
marble.

Buchanan manipulates the strings and
knobs of his beat-up unadorned Tele-
caster with the skill of a sculptor or
craffsman, delivering the most fluid,
dynamic, and piercing leads this side of
Beck, Page, Gallagher, er. 2l In some
senses, the primordial capabilities of the
Snake Stretchers allow him the free reign
to latch ontc and monopolize the spot-
light, and dazzle the listener. But as
Buchanan has long shirked public recog-
nition outside 2 small coterie of fans
around Washington, D.C., a stance with
his focusing and leading a band of equally
amazing musicians (though probably
more satisfying musically} is 2 remote and
improbable possibitity. The man is mote
thana bit of an enigma.

Up until late last year, the only record-
ing somewhat publicly available was the
semi-bootleg Bioya Sound aibum, packed
in a burlap potato sack. Despite terrible
sound quality, there were high points —
the rough-hewn, heavily building “The
Messiah Will Come Again™ remains pos-
sibly the single best example of Mr.
Buchanan’s wizardry. The two Polydor
releases are smoother and more open
(perhaps a bit oo slick), but the insipid
backing is also broughi out more. Ter-
ribly hokey pieces of rock 'n’ roll and
blues are run through by the Snake
Stretchers, distinguished almost solely by
Roy Buchanan’s fine, raw-edged guitar
technigue. We can only wait and hope for
a backing band {and a batch of songs)
more suited and matched to such a
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Stealers Wheel,

rulbcaps

stolen

by Nancy Pierce

Stealers Wheel (A&M)

At first, one would think thai the
gimmick, the catch point of Strealers
Wheel is its cover — a tricky reworking of
the old “see-how-many-Indians-you-can-
find-in-the-picture™ theme. Instead of
Indians, the name “‘Stealers Wheel” is
hidden ten times amidst the artwork; the
number ten becomes more significant
once one listens to the record, There are
ten tunes on Steciers Wheel, and before
iong, the motif of something concealed
within something else becomes apparent
as having carried over from the cover into
the music.

Every ‘song on this record can be said

to sound like some other soloist or group
— the first cut, “Late Again,” has the feel
of a Graham Nash tune; “Stuck in the
Middle With You’” had me thinking it was
the new Bob Dvlan release, at least in the
opening vocals; “Next to Me™ and
“Another Meaning” pick up Kinks/Ray
Davies/reggae intonations; “I Get By’ isa
smoldering, chunky rocker, reminiscent
of Nils Lofgrean and Grin, Paul Rodgers
and Free, Steve Marriott and Humble Pie,
or pre-Wings Paul McCartney; and
“Qutside Looking In™ slips into a
laid-back Family-ish pose. Many of the
resembliances hinge assuages any fears of
them being an imitative, directioniess
group. Every number is a caichy,
distictive one; Sizalers Wheel comes off as
having some clear roots and influences
(which never overwhelm the original lines
of thought.) Pick up Stealers Wheel; its
the besi record by a brand new band yet
this year. and it looks to have a solid hold
on some sort of “Best of '73” award
come December 31.

Shoot me,
Pm only God

by Neal Vitale

Don’t Shoot Me, I'm Only the Piano
Player - Elton John (MCA)

I don’t care what anybody says, but
Elton John was at his best on his first
four albums, noticeably Efron John and
Madmaen Across the Warer — all this
saccharine fifties rock garbage is Jousy.

Honky Chateqit was an inkling of what

was to come; though good, it had some
glaring weak spots. Now, Don'r Shoot Me
crystalizes all the fears that Honky
Chareau hinted at.

“Crocodile Rock™ has become the
most irritating song of 1973; an effort is

underway to make “Elderberry Win
just as gratingly obnoxious, Everyth:
on this album is of the feather-weig
variety, about as solid as the innards o:
soap bubble on the Lawrence Welk Sho
Elton John is misguided to foresake i
prior styles for the ear-catching but fa
-wearing likes of the two singles alrea:
mentioned or ““Teacher I Need You”

“Midnight Creeper;’ he seems to be !
victim of his own image. He and Berr
Taupin, along with the music indust:
have created the visage of “Elior-Joh
as-Teenage-Idol” which he now is beg:
ning to actually believe,

But it is perhaps in just that pc
fantasy world where Elton John nc
belongs; the sierile, pre-pubertic roc
schmaltz of Don’t Shooi Me ranks hi
alongside bantam-weights like Dav
Cassidy, ihe ©Osmonds, and Micha
Fackson. The time has come for Elic
Yohn to turn in his silverdame platform

"Baby James Harvest — Barclay James Harvest (Harves:
After a couple of weak Sire albums of drear
pseudo-Moody Blues orchestral pop-schlock, I 2lmos
thought this band of Britishers were into somethin:
better on this first album for their new label. Almost,
say, because once I got past the nice Argent-ish openin:
cut, “Crazy {Over You),” the appeal fell off drastically
The rest of the disc dawdles about in emasctilatec
attempts at sounding like King Crimson or Pink Floyc
attempis which ultimately make even the Mcodie
almost sound good in comparison. One would best b
advised to steer clear of Baby James Harvest. —NV

Dixie Chicken — Liitle Feat (Warner Brothers)

Lowell George and his band, Little Feat, have alway
been highly touted among the cogmesceti in rock; you’c
never have been able to find ocut why from me though
The group once coniained musicians of the caliber o
Roy Estrada, currently they are backing Bonnie Raitt ir
the studio; vet ¥ have never heard anything from them
ihat would make me rush cut and buy a record of theirs.
Dixie Chicken is no exception.—NV

Mark Astoffi Neal Vitale

Artificial Poradise — Guess Who (RCA)

Finally, the Guess Who have put out a good album,
with more than just one cut (the single) being a solid
effort, Packed in a great parody of Readers’ Digest
contest envelopes, Artificial Paradise flits deftly from
style to style, dabbling briefly in tightly harmonized
tunes, pseudo-reggae {more calypso than reggae), and
typical Guess Who pop-rockin’, moody meledies (remini-
scent of “Sour Suite” of So Long, Banngtyne), and even
early-Who stylizations. Burton Cummings sounds great
on lead vocals; Arzificial Paradise is the only Guess Who
record to have in your collection besides The Best of
The Guess Who, -fY

Can’t Buy a Thrill — Steely Dar (ABC)

[ can’t recall the last time we had a debui altbum a:
fine as this one. A clean, inventive blend of rock and
pop. Not one of the ten songs on Can’t Buy a Thril:
could conceivably fail to be a hit single, so high and
consistent is the quality. Steely Dan is getting a lot of
airplay, and if you iike what you hear, snap up thiz
album; it’s al! as good.—~MA4

Down the Line — John Mayall (L.ondon)

Down the Line js a double-record set, combining one
record that is a collection of previously-released tunes
with a live set recorded in England nine years ago. John
Mayall’s work on London is far better than his later
efforts on Pelydor (save for the outstanding Furning
Point); thus the rereleases are of that very high quality
early era. The live side at Klooks Kleek side features one
of Mayall’'s most cbscure bands, and, despite a few
.interesting moments, is most valuable in setting
historical perspective. For die-hard John Mayall freaks,
who already probably own the first records’ materiai,
the live work is of dubious value; for others, Eric
Clapton’s definitive guitar playing on ““Stormy Monday
Blues,” and the work of people like Peter Green, Jaci
Bruce, Mick Taylor, Jon Hiseman, and a bunch more
musician Tony Visconti is unclear, but whoever it is | make this set desirable (though probably not so much as

deserves credit for a fine, fluid piece of English | an earlier collection, Looking Back, would be}—AV
folk. -V - ey

Rt AN ER KT

Approximately Infinite Universe — Ycko Ono (Apple)

With this 2-record set, Ms. Ono gives us another
chance, which is a hell of a lot more than she deserves.
No, she doesn’t let us down: an approximately infinite
waste. —7A

Bert Jansch

Moonshine — Bert Jansch {Reprise)

Moonshine is the third solo Reprise album for
Pentangle’s guitarist/vocalist/arranger, and, by far, his
best. The other two, more noticeably the more recent
Rosemary Lane, were dry and trying; Moonshine better
approaches the smooth beauty of a Pentangle disc.
Whether credit should go to Jansch, producer and
Pentangle’s bassist Danny Thompson, or arranger/

Anpway — Family (United Artists)

At long last, Anyway is available in America in a
4 non-imported version — on a different label (A rather
than Reprise}; minus the inner lyric sheet and snazzy,
1 gold-printed vinyl packaging; plus a new song, “In My
i Own Time;” and with UA’s addition to the confusion, a
Hitle sticker saying this ajbum falls between Fearless and
Bandstend, when, in fact, it predates both {(check the
catalogue numbers). Musically, side one of .Anyway
marks Family’s only live recording out of seven discs
3 (including an English greatest hits record); unfor-
¢ tunately, the band’s never been noted for its steliar Gujtarist Buzz Feiten leads this 5-man jazz-rock’
i concerts. Yet the studio side is quite good, outdistancing : p

-k . combo for people who thought they didn’t like jazz.
E most of what is on the rather lethargic Bandstand.—NV | This record isn’t hard-core like Coltrane; you're eased

into it. Especially good is “Need Your Love.” —f/4

Full Moon {(Douglas)

The Sweetheart Sampler — Frankie & Johnny {Warner
Brothers}

These two dudes used tc play with Al Kooper, who
preduced this album, composed some of the songs, and
plays and sinzs om it, too. The Kooper touch renders the
proceedings a bit on the commercial side, but most of it
is sincere, if somewhat mainsiream, rock 'n’ roll hoochie
coo. “Life Line™ is a classic, and Free's “Highway
Song,” which can never sound bad, doesn’t here. —A4

Rowarn Brothers (Columbia}

Cloaked in a shroud of mystery and total lack of any
information, the Rowan Brothers have put together a
glittering jewel of an album that, though having been out
for some months now, seems destined fo réemain in
obscurity. Despite the assistance of such West Coast]
nminaries as Jerry Garcia, Bill Kreufzman, Yack Bonus
and the inimitablée lasos Benardot, “*All 'ogether Now ™ ||
was not a hit, though it more than deserved discs of gold
and platinum. Yei a question persists, thanks to ex-
Seatrain-er Richard Greene’s appearance — age brothers |
Christopher and Lorin Rowan any relation {o another
ex- of Seatrain, Peter Rowan?-AV

Good God (Atlantic) f

Named by the notorious Captain Beefheart, this band
is talented enough to conjure up more than one or two
“good God™’s upon a listening. They mark one of the
few successful attempis I've heard to capture the eleciric
energy of John -McLlaughlin’s Mahavishnu Orchestra
without scunding imitative, replacing Jeiry Goodman’s
violin texture with that of horns. Good God is a fine,
dynamic record, and having a guitarist/vocatist named
Zeno Sparkles is a plus for any group. -V

Lion’s Share — 8avoy Brown {(Parrot)

Apparently, it’s pretiy tedious ifo be a member of
Savoy Brown — either the music gets boring, or the band
breaks up. In the case of Lipn’s Share, both have
occurted. Following this latest recording, Savoy Brown,
dissolved; musically, il Hellbound Train was sleep—
inducing, Lion’s Share puts you into a coma. -V
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by Marfé Astolfi

No. 1 Record — Big Star (Ardent)
Piledriver — Status Quo (A&M)

It’s time %o piay America’s favorite
question-and-answer game, [ Bet You
Never Expected To Hear From These
Dudes Again: and now here’s the star of
our show..,

Right. Remember Alex Chilton? He
used fo be the lead singer with the
Boxtops, that generally innocuous and
sometimes downright amiable late 60’s
AM singles band, best remembered for
their monster smash “The Letter,” and
their infamous “whores-are-people-too’
anthem, “Sweet Cream Ladies.” After the
Boxtops® last album, Dimensions, hit the
bottom of the charts in 1969, Alex
deserted Memphis and tried on the
starving-NYC-musician coat for a while; it
didn’t fit, and now he’s back in vinyl, this
time around with Christopher Bell, Andy
Hummel, and Jody Stephens, as Big Star.
Their LP, No. 7 Record, is hardly very
original or innovative, but all the same, its
a pleasant enough collection of light-
weight-rock tunes, most either resembling
the effervescent Todd Rundgren, or the
early Bryds. The latter category includes
the oddly-titled “Ballad of El Goodo,”
which sounds straight off Zurn, Tuern,
Turn. Bell and Chilton do the song-
writing; No, 1 Record is certainly one of
the nicer suprises of the stiil young 1973,
Search the “Miscellaneous B” bin for this
gem,

The Status Quo is one of my all-time

Tvesday, March E i

favorite groups, solely on the basis of
their one hit single, the phase-glazed
“Pictures of Matchstick Men.” Where
they've been and what they’ve been up to
all this time God only knows, but one
thing the boys have dome is grow their
hair down to here, like all good superstars
should, and plot a come-back coup, the
wampeter of which is this album, Pile-
driver. Most of it igs loud, mesmerizing
guitar boogie, tinny vocals seeping up
through the mix; mediocre on the whole,
but somehow forgiveable, the one really
miserable cut being a 7 minute version of
the Doors’ “Roadhouse Blues.” They
don’t sound much like the Status Quo of
old, psychedelic warlocks from the past,
returned as boogie woogie gorillanauts,
their music raw and unself-conscious and
almost innocent, while not reaily that
good. Let me quote one of their lyrics:
*“Playing loud, playing clear/ the song wil]
never changefthe memory will always be
S0 near.” Piledriver is packaged as neat
and crisp as a package of basebail cards;
an album I know I have no right liking,
but [ do.

J. Gang — good,
West & Co. — not

by Mark Astolfi

Best of the James Gang (ABC)
Best of Mountain (Wingfall)

Best of the James Gang is one of those
rare “best of” collections that is better
than any or all of the band’s real albums.
Just about everything exciting and in-
novative that the Old James Gang (before
the depariure of Joe Walsh and the
addition of Roy Kenner and Domenic
Troiano) did on their firs three albums is
included here, tunes like “Funk 48
“Funk 49, “Walk Away,” “Midnight

Hearings for 2 positions
FINBOARD will be held

Man,” “Woman,” and “The Bomber”
e :

et 7:30 pm

in private dining room 3

in the Student Center.

by Undergraduate Nominations Committes

W20—401
X 3-2896

which, if you recall, includes “Cast Your
Fate to the Wind.” Good as this collec-
tion is, however, there are two glaring
defects: whiie eight minutes of ““Ashes,
the Rain, and I” and “Step” is OK, the
Space could have been better filled by
“Tend My Garden,” or a couple of the
Gang’s rockabiily ditties, like “Here 1Go
Again.” or “Dreaming in the Country.”
The second problem iIs more serious: the
liner notes, which you doubtless read
before buying the record, clearly state:
“..taken from their first three albums
Yer Album, James Gang Rides Again, and
Thirds. > Ang yet, the version of “Takea
l.ook Around,” the James Gang’s greatest
biece of etheregl cloud-rock, is not the
incredible version on Yer Albuin, but a
shorter, inferior version taken from the
Gang’s live album, their fourth. Not that
I'm calling the boys at ABC inveterate
iiars, but you're simply not getting what
you think you are if you think vou're
getting the reql “Take a Look Around.”
Stiit and all, a great collection.

On the other hand, the best of
Mountain could have been 3 single;
“Mississippi Queen” b/w “Theme For an
Imaginary Western.” The “poor man’s
Cream™ were never able to match the.
high-energy oomph of the former, nor
was Felix Pappalardi ever to come up
with a Jack Bruce imitation as endearing
as the one on the latter. Thus, just about
everything else on this record is filler,
giving it a pretty dubious reason d ‘etre to
say " the least. Now that Mountain is
oificially defunct, we can also expect a
fuzzily-recorded live double album set,
best of Leslie West, Felix Pappalardi.
Corky Laing, and what the kell?, Steve
Knight collections, as well as “vintage
Mountain® packages, in reality rereleases
of old Vagranis albums, West’s old band,
when he was called Weinstein, Look, let’s
face facts: Pappalardi, when he was as-
sociated with Cream, alwavs wished deep
down that Ze could play bass and let
Bruce sit on the bennch; and Todd
Rundgren is, believe it or ¢lse, the flash-
iest guitarist stateside, not West. Even the
cover of this album is third rate. Pass it

st alt by
For siove tnfnr
Fother Dorn?d
- Bogm 505

by Neal Vizale

Holland -- Beach Boys (Prother/ Reprise)

Holland seemed to have everything
working against it: the first cut and the
singie, “Sail On Sailor,” is zhe worst 45
ever released by the band, and the new
personel line-up, with the dismal Cari and
the Passions — So Tough under their
collective belt, didn’t bode particularly

weil. But boy, were those jnitiai thoughts
wrong !

Holland manages to overcaome the
burden of the little-talented Biondie
Chaplin and Ricky Fataar, the hackneyed
and oppressive writing of Mike Love, and
a few relatively poor songs (besides the
single, “Funky Pretty,” “Leaving This
Town,” the beginning of “California
Saga.,” and Brian Wilson’s throwaway EP
of “Mount Vernon and Fairway™ are all
musically weak)., For e€very minus, there
38 another point that more  than
compensates —  Dennis Wilson’s John
Cale-style song, “Steamboat,” the
unabashedly romantic and tastefully
arranged “Only With You.” the typical
Beach Boys-ish rocking “Trader,” and the
combination of Charles Lloyd’s flute,
Robinson Jeffers poetry, and the best
music on the record in the second and
third parts of “California Saga™ all add up
to a very strong effort,

The Beach Boys have certainly not

topped or even equaled Swri’s Up with
Hoillend, but they have beaten ont So
Tough by miles. Their latest is an uneven
album, but the highlighis of Hollang
show the Beach Boys very near iheir
best, ; 3
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By Howard D. Sitzer
The annual elections for
UAP-UAVP will be held on
March 21. An apathetic and

uninformed student electorate
will determine the future of the
Undergraduate Association.

This vears ballot has attrac-
ted the interests of an unusually
large field of candidates.
Presently, Roland Janbergs,
Larry Russell, Jim Rutt, and
Jerry Wilkens are soliciting signa-
tures for nominating petitions.
UAP Curtis Reeves has been
ruminating on the possibility of
seeking re-election to the office.
(The Tech will unveil profiles of
the candidates in its next issue.)

Since spring, 196%, student

government has functioned
through the paradigm of the
General Assembly. The GA was:
created to offer students res-
ponsible representation in Insti-
tute affairs. However, from its
inception it was plagued by
proviems of leadership, direc-
tion, communication and
authority.

In 1970, when student ac-
tivism was at its zenith, the’
General Assembly asserted itself
successfully. The body was in-
strumental in getting the MIT
Corporation to pass a motion
condemning the Vietnam War.
The GA also influenced the-
Committee on Educational
Policy mm extracting a pass-no

POETRY WANTED for Poetry An-
thology. No restriction as to style or
conient. Send with stamped self-
addressed envelope to Contemporary
Literature Press, 311 California
Street, Suite 412, San Francisco,
California 94104.

Consulting firm seeking trained ex-
perienced graduate students for en-

. The

Qe

HANDCRAFTED STRING INSTRU-
MENTS. Buy direct from makers at
Charlestown Weorkshop.
Raroque, classical and folk imsiru-
ments (dulcimers avail) Custom
work. The Charlestown Workshop.
241-7576, 416 Medford St
Charlestown.

credit grading system for the
spring, 1970 term due to the
student strike.

The following semester the
GA reverted back to an inef-
fective forum by getting in-
volved in matters it couidn’t
resolve. Iis efforts to serve its
constituency and affect Institute
policy were queiled by the Ad-
ministration. The major issue at
the time pertained to making the
Student Center available to the
Student Homophile League for &
mixer.
homosexual mixer and the prin-
ciple that the students should
rightfully determine the utiliza-
tion of the Student Center. The
administration feared un-
favorable publicity from the
affair and refused to comply
with the students’ will. The
General Assembly’s initial pro-
tests resulied in mild acguies-
cence.

The General Assembly never
recovered after its subrission to
the Dean’s Office as student
morale plummeted. Participants’
interests waned as meetings were
dull and boring and failed to
articulate student demands. The
organization’s ineptitude could

The GA eandorsed the

be traced to the Representatives
who failed to maintain a channel
of communication between the
assembly and the living groups.

An initial proposal to abolish
the General Assembly and the
post of UAP appeared on the
1971 beallot in the form of a
referendum. The Bob Schulte —
John Krzywicki ticket nosed out
“No UAP” in the election that
year. Schulte and Krzywicki pro-
ceeded to emasculate the
General Assembly by termina-
ting meetings and obfucating the
purpose of the institution.

The General Assembly has
convened three times this semes-
ter. An eleven-mmontih  hiatus
between meetings ensued after
Curtis Reeves’ eleciion last year.
During the interim the Executive
Council expedited matters in
isolation. It was able fo conduct

a referendumm on the strike
within thirty-six hours last
spring. The GA focused on a
myriad of small projects from a
beer blast that attracted 450
students last September tc a
voter registration drive. How-
ever, the achievements over the
past year were negated by the
failure io receive sufficienti in-
put.

A professional
ABORTION
that is safe,

legai &
inexpensive

STARTS FRIDAY

“QH! CALCUTTAI" &
“FRITZ the EAT” g

3 .;

el kel £
WASH. ST. OWNTWN BOSTON 482-2820
Daily & Sat. from 9:30a.m. Sun. from 1:08p.m.

can be set up on an
gutpatient basis by cailing

The Problem Pregnancy
Educationat Service
(215} 722-5360

24 hours — 7 days
for professional, confidential
and caring help.
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vironmental impact projects. Econo-
mists, sociologists, environmentalists,
engineers, and urban planners
needed. Summer jobs. Call 9 am — 35
pm and send resumes to 4 Brattle
Street, Room 306, Cambridge. Tele-
phone: 876-2200.

AN UNUSUAL PART TIME IOB:
The Coilege Marketing Group, Inc.
works with over 139 publishers, ma-
rketing books to college faculties
throughout the nation. We need res-
ponsible, resourceful persens to con-
duct marketing research surveys on
local campuses, and help with our
traveling book displays when they are
in your community. Posilion may
lead to management responsibilities
and summer iobs, and maybe even a
career. Apply for this position, send
resume (including three faculty refer-
ences) to: John Graham, College Mar-
keting Group, 198 Ash St., Reading,
Mass. 01867. An equal opportuniiy
employer.

OVERSEAS JOBS FOR STUDENTS
Australia, Europe, S. America,
Africa. Most professions, summer or
full time, expenses paid, sightsecing.
Free information, write, TWR Co.,
Dept. F6, 25350 Telegraph Ave.,
Rerkeley, CA 94704

Auto Body & Fender Repairs. Weld-
ing — Bikes & Frames. Quality Ser-
vice — Reasonable Prices. Student
Discounis. Cambridge Truck Body
Co. Inc., 141 Tirst 5t. (One block
from Lechmere Sales) Cambridge,
Mass. 02142, Tel 876-9422.

I've been typing Master’'s and PhP’s
full-time for three years {(and stiil.
jove it). I’'d be happy to help you.
894-3406 (Weston)

HAD A PIECE LATELY? Gessh-
man’s Pizza (big deal} Soon in Cam-
bridge

E HARVARD 8Q.
= 8644580 Thru Tues.

i3 New England Premiere

t4 Joseph Losey’s THE ASSASBSI-
5 MATION OF TROTSKY Richard
i Burton 2:15 - 5:55 - 9135 &
Ingmar Bergman’s THE TOUCH
4:00 - 7:40

That's why Northwest came up
with Reserved Youth Fare.

important pecple. No waiting. No worrying.
No getting bumped off the plane when you
realiy wanted to go all the way nome.

if you don't have a Northwest Youth Card,
you should. And you can get one at any North-
west ticket office or your campus travel agent.

Camping out is great. But not at an airport.
Sometimes, unfortunately, it turns out that
way. Now, though, we've done something

= BRATTLE
N 876-4226 Thru Tues.
h Two Films by Ingmar Bergman

THE PASSION OF ANNA 6:30 - B ; ; - ’
0:40 Wookend Motinecs 3:30 & F about it. éﬁe sureﬁ;ozébrmg along prooi that you're
5 PERSONA ' 85:05 Weekend 3 if you have any airline Youth Card, you can etween 12-22.)

- \g get a reserved seat for 20% off. Make a reser- Mext time you can't afford to wait, remem-
I CENTRAL 1 : vation and when flight time comes, just walk ber Northwest's Reserved Youth Fg;e. And
864-0426 109th Week. in ang iake your seat along with ail the other cali your travei agent or Northwest Airlines.
De roea’s THE XING OF o
HEARTS 6:30 - 9:45 Weekend |

Matinees 3:10 & DEVIL BY THE ;
TAIL Yves Montand 8:15 Week-. i
end Matinees 4:55 w

CENTRAL 2
864-0426 Thru Tues. 3
}Two Films by Bernardo Berto- &
luceci
THE SPIDER'S STRATEGEM |
‘_ i 6:15 - 10:00 & BEFORE THE

; REVOLUTION 8:00 Weekend [=
| Matinees 4:15 i

£.5. STANDEY FARES. To those of you who don't
mind standing by in airporis and even

think it's sort of neat because you meet interesting
people there: your Youth Card can still get

vou Northwest’s regular standby youth

fare—40% off Coach.
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{Continued from page 3}
ceive and interpret signals from
the environment indicating that
cell division should stop. They
respond to this signal by stop-
ping the multiplication process.
In cancer cells, it is hypothesized
that either the environment fails
to send the signal or that the
cells are incapable of interpret-
ting it.

Experimentation indicates
that in some cancers the cells
kave lost the ability to interpret
the signal and not that the envi-
ronment has failed to provide it.
“This has been shown by irans-
planiting mouse t{umors into
healthy mice,” explained
Baltimore. “The obseived con-
tinzed tumorous growth is there-
fore attributable not to defects
in the environment but to the
cells.”’

A good model for the second
major theory is the eryvthrocyte,
or red blood cell. Its develop-
ment can be traced from a stem
cell, which can make any type of
blood cell, through a division
stage and other stages, until it
finally reaches the final phase
when it expels its nucleus and
becomes an erythrocyte.

The important point is that
the erythrocyte develops from a
more general cell and that in this
process of development it passes
through a stage of division. In
the normal cell it leaves the
division stage and continues fo
deveiop. However, if a biock is
added at the division stage the
cell will stay there and divide
indefinitely. It then is like a
cancer cell, -

This theory will be studied at
the Center. It is one reason that
part of the focus of the Center
will be on developmental bio-
logy, the study of how the cells
and the body develop from the
original germ cells (fertilized
egg).

Three main stimuli for caus-
ing cancer have been identified.
They are: viruses, chemicals, and
radiation.

“To date, it has been shown
that viruses can act as a stimulus
for cancers in animals. This has
not been shown to be true in
huiman beings >’ stated Balti-
more. it is believed that viruses
can cause cancer in human
beings and the study of viruses
{Baltimore is a virclogist) will be
the primary focus of the Center.

The cffecis of chemical cai-
cinogens (substances that can
cause cancer) may be studied at
the Cenier, but the effects of
radiation probably will not be.
Though the major focus of the
Center will be on viruses a great
deal of e¢mphasis will be placed
ont immunology,

Some researchers believe that
the body can and does develop a
system by which it expels car-
cinogens and cancerous celis.
According to the theory this
immunological system becomes
impaired and the body thereby
becomes’ susceptible to cancer

In addition {o examining can-
cer from the perspectives of viz-
ologists, immunologists, and
developmental biclogists, the
fourth focus of the Center will
be that of the cell biologist.

Cell biology attempts to
understand the components of
the cell and the manner in which
they function. If the cell is
failing to interpret a signal from
its environment then the cell
biologist’s role ift understanding
cancer is extfremely important.

The cancer laboratory will
bring eleven new faculiy mem-
bers to MIT in the next three
years. These professors will have
appointments in regular aca-
demic departments and will be
expected to teach in addition to
their research.

There will be opportunities
for undergraduaies and grad-
uvates to participate in the re-
search, however, the number ot
undergraduates will probably be
low. “I do not think cancer
research is a very good field for
undergradvates or graduales.
Aside from the fact that vou are
working with fumor viruses and

pathogens you are also working
in a highly competitive field.
Highly competitive fields usually
are not good places to learn to
be a scientist,” stated Baltimore.

The recent grant from the

owned and managed
by Harvard MBA's

Expert service on foreign cars

Auto-torium, Inc.

412 Green Si. Behind the
Cambridge Central Square
661-1866

Mon-Fri
Bam-6pm

American Cancer Society honor-
ing Professor Baltimore will be
used by MIT to pay his salary.
None of the money is for sup-
port of the laboratory or pur-
chase of equipment needed for
his reseaich. The grant stipulates
that Baltimore must stay at MIT
if he is to receive the funds.
Essentially, the American Cancer
Society has endowed a chair for
David Baltimore at MIT.

Relex and Diver?

CAMPUS CUE

59C Commonwealth Ave.
{Cpposite B. U. Towers)

Pocket Billiards
Pinhall Machines

Great fora date!

“MAGNIFICENT MMIND BLOWING PLAYY

S

Carclyn Clay
Boston Phoanix

student Discount ($1.00 off) with LD,
Student Rush (half hour before curtain $3.50 with 1.I2.)

CHARLES PLAYHOUSE
76 WARRENTON STREEY, BOSTON 423-1767

o BELL BOTTOMS
o LEVI'S

© LEE’S

o WRANGLER'S

43% MASS, AVE,
- Central Square
Cambridge
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PAID ADVERTISEMENT

The following letter is printed as an ad-
vertisement with Dr. Wiesner’s permission;
It was submitted by Professor Cartwright.

Dr. Jerome B. Wiesner ~ March %, 1973
3-208 '

Dear Jerry:

Members of the Depariment are still in
disagreement as to the advisability of some sort
of public siatement with respect to the issues
raised in the seven most recent issues of Ergo.
Some argus that a public response would serve
only to intensify the controversy and to dignify
accusations umworthy of serious consideration,
Others take the position that silence may be
interpreted as acknowledgement of guilt and
that, in any case, we owe students and faculty
something by way of comment on what must
seem to many of them wvery grave charges
indeed.

As between these two positions, | incline
toward the secand — though | must say that
last Friday's issue of The Tech made me
wonder whether the Ergoists are taken seriously
by anyone but themselves. | wonder aisc
whether anything short of a treatise could serve
to disentangle the web of falsehaods, inaceura-
cies, half-truths, and confusions that have filled
the pages of £rgo over the past seven weeks.
But, setting aside the question of a public
response on my part or on the part of the
Department, you may wish to respond in some
way 1o the “open letter’” that appeared in the
February 21 issue of Ergo and vyou may
therefore want to know the position of the
Department with respect to the charges made
against it. | cannot speak for the entire Depart-
ment; but | hope this letter wiil suffice to
familiarize you with my own pasition.

The principal accusation brought against the
Department is one of "bias.” We are alleged to
pusik ““a specific philosophical orthodoxy,’”
birooking “virtually no oppasition’; we are
aiteged to engage in “‘suppression” of alterna-
tives, “indoctrination’’ of students, and ““discri-
rrination’ in favor of this erthodoxy in the
selection of faculty and graduate students.

Evidently, the accusation can be evaluated
only if first understood. What i the “specific
philosophical orthodoxy” in question? An
answer, or perhaps a partial answer, is appar-
ently to be found in the first paragraph of the
"open letter'” addressed to you. There we read:
*the MIT philosophy department is overwhelm-
ingly blased towards certain  phiiosophical
doctrines — namely subjectivism, skepticism
and nominalism in epistemology, altruism in
ethics, collectivism in politics, and the view that
philosophy consists of “analysis’ rather than the
answering of fundamental questions.” This is
perhaps oniy a partial answer because we have
also heen accused, either directly or by implica-
tion, of bias towards “linguistic analysis,”
“logical positivism,’” ’‘statism,’” “‘ethical sub-
fectivism,”” and the view that “logic and mathe-
matics . . . consist of arbitrary rules adopted by
convention.” Now, it should be noticed at once
that there is g certain oddity in the accusation:
on the one hand, we are alleged to hoid a view
according to which philosophy does not consist
in “'the answering of fundamental questions’;
on the other hand, we are alleged to espouse
views which surely are answaers (right or wrong}
to fundamental guestions, The oddity is not
one over which | wish to pause. Let me turn

instead to the various components of the
“specific orthodoxy” that we are said to
advocate,

To the best of my knowledge, and to the
extent that | understand the labels, there is
simply no member of the Department who
advocates epistemological subjectivism or
skepticism or nominalism. | say "“to the best of
my knowledge’ because | am perhaps not fully
informed on all the doctrinal allegiances of my
colleagues: there is no annual poll. And | say
"“to the extent that ! understand the iabels’”
because the terms in question are used variously
and with greater or less precision even among
professional philosophers. But let me not seem
to be engaging in those “'quibbles™ and “eva-
sions”” of which | have been accused in the
pages of Ergo. Mr. Peseckis and Mr. Vevyhl,
apparently in expianation of what they refer to
as subiectivism and skepticism in spistemology,
speak of philosophers who “'[teil] men that
they [can] not hope to gain knowledge of
reality, because reality is vague and nebulous —
that there is no proper means of gaining
scientific knowledge for man, because that
process is subjective and arbitrary {and] that
man cannot know reality because his means of
gaining knowledge onty distorts and deceives.’
(Erge, volV, No.15, p.2) Welt, again, no
member of the Departrent — to the best of my
krnowledge — would accept any of this, Nor, as
far as | know, are any members of the
Department ‘men who, in the name of science,
claim with certainty that one can be certain of
nothing.”

These denials may come as a surprise given
that Mr. Pesackis and Mr. Ross claim to have
“thoroughfy documented this bias through
articies in Ergo.” t am afraid, however, that a
careful reading of the seven issues in guestion
will simply not bear out their claim, Nowhere is
there even the pretense of documenting the
charge of bias towards “‘subjectivism, skepti-
cismi, and nominalism in epistemology.” There
is one issue of Ergo {namely, vo.V., No.16) in
which Mr. Veyh!l and 8Mr, Peseckis attempt to
document certain of their accusations, but they

PAID ADVERTISEMENT

make no mention whatever of ‘‘subjectivism,
skepticism, and nominalism in epistemology.”

In the “open letter”’ addressed to me, of
which | gather you received a copy, the
Department is accused of bias towards "“logical
positivism’’; and there is in that letier the
suggestion that we advocate “empiricist
theories of rmeaning'” and a view according to
which “logic and mathematics. .. consist of
arbitrary rules adopted by convention.” These
are presumably parts of the “specific philosoph-
ical orthodoxy” which, according to that letter,
is "“pushed by the department.” But what are
the facts? First, there are no logical positivists
in the Department (again, to the best of my
knowledge and to the extent that | understand
what the tweive signatories to the [etter under-
stand by that Ighal). | might have said: there are
no logica! positivists; for the movement is dead.
Ssecond, the phrase “emipiricist theories of
‘meaning” casis such a broad net that i hesitate
to reply, if what is meant is one Or another
variant of the so-called verifiability theory of
meaning,” then agzain f{and with the wsual
gualifications} no member of the Department is
guilty. If something else is meant, the writers of
the fetter had better expiain precisely what it is.
Third, no one in the Department, as far as !
know, believes that logic and mathematics
consist of arbitrary rules adopted by conven-
tion. In particuiar, none of those who teach
logic or philesophy of togic or philosophy of
mathematics bejieves this,

Let me turn now to those components of
our alleged “specific phitosophical orthodoxy™
that fall within moral and political philosophy.
One such is apparently what is referred to in
the *“‘open letter’” to me as “ethical subjecti-
vism,” by which | suppose is meant the view
that "ethical principles ara subjective and not in
the province of resson’” (to quote from the
“open letter” addressed to you) or perhaps the
view '"that there are no proper standards by
which 1o live one's life because valuejudgments
cannot be founded on facts” {10 guote from
Mr. Peseckis and Mr. Veyhl, &Ergo, vol.V, No.15,
p.2}. Again, all | can say in response is that, to
the best of my knowledge, no one in the
Department subscribes to any such view.

A charge that has run through each of the
relevant issues of £rge is that all the members
of the Department are “altruises.”” Although in
one comrron usage altruism consists in concern
for the welfare of others, we are not, | think,
being charged with possession of that quality of
character. Perhaps 1 should concede, even so,
that it does seem tc me to be present, in
varying degrees of course, in alt the memiers of
the Department. Altruism, in the usage of the
Ergoists, is rather a view or pesition in moral
philosophy; otherwise it could hardly count as
a component of cur zlleged “‘specific philos-
ophical orthodoxy.'” But what view? If in one
usage “zltruism’’ i a quality of character, one
can easily enough see how in ancther it might
be a view according to which that quality of
character is a good thing — one that ought to be
encouraged and cultivated, s virtue rather than
avice. (} do not of course mean to suggest that
a person has the character trait only if he also
thinks it a virtue. He might very well regard it
as one of his vices and make every effort to
cleanse himself of it.} Mow, I'm pretty sure that
at least most members of the Department do
think that concern for the welfare of othersis a
virtue; and I’'m pretty sure they would agree
that, in determining what ane ought to do, the
weifsre of others is — in hosts of cases, anvhaow
~ a relevant comnsideration. But a cautionary
word is necessary: | think no one in the
Department would take the position that one’s
own welfare is irrelevant to the determination
of what one ought to do; and | for cne, and |
suspect a number of others in the Department,
would take the position that there is such a
thing as immoderate or excessive concern for
the welfare of others — a trait of character that
may even reach the proportions of vice. {As
Aristotle noticed, that which in a moderate
degree is a virtue may well become a vice when
carried to extreme.) It therefore seems t0 me
not entirely accurate to say, as do Mr. Pesackis
and Mr. Veyhi {Ergo, vol.V, No.18, p.3} that
“to one degree or another [we] all support an
ethical code, altruism ... which mesns that
persons sacrifice themselves for others.” Some
of us, at least, do not demand self-sacrifice. On
the other hand, it does seem to me accurate to
say, as Mr. Peseckis and Mr. Veyhi do, that “ai/
of the professors and instructors hold views
which are opposed to any ethical code which
supports an individual's living entirely for his
own szke.” But in order to avoid certain
possible misunderstandings, | must hasten to
add that in stili another usage of the word, ne
member of the Department is as far as | know
an advocate of “altrusim.” The usage | have in
mind is one that is to be found in the writings
of Ayn Rand. Thus: "Altruism declares that
any action taken for the benefit of others is
good, and any action taken for one's own
benefit is evil" {The Virtue of Selfishness, p.
viii}, Now, | am quite certain that 7o member
of the Department subscribes to altruism as
thus defined, that no member of the Depart-
ment assents to what Miss Rand gqoes on to
refer to as “‘the doctrine that concern with
one's own interests i evil’ {p. ix).

What, in their “open letter’” to vou, do Mr,
Ross and Mr. Peseckis mean by “cotlectivism in
politics?”” They do not say, and I have been
unabie to find an explanation in any of the
relevant issues of Erge. One usage of the word,
a standard usage | believe, is that according to
which “collectivists’ advocate a certain sort of
social systen — namely, one in which the
people collectively own and control the means

of production and distribytion. In this sense of
the word, one member of the Depariment is
indeed a collectivist. There may be a couple of
others: 1 really don't know, because | don't
make @ practice of checking up on this sort of
thing. 8But there is surely room to doubt
whether, in any case, Ergoists use the word in
this sense, After all, in their effort to document
the accusation of “coliectivism” they cite the
fact that Professor Bromberger and | signed a
document deploring American involvemeant in
Vietnarmn. And how, one wonders, could that be
viewed as evidence that we advocate collective
ownership and control of the means of produc-
tion and distribution? { conjecture that a
“collectivist,” in the wusage of Eigoists, is
anyone who holds to any position incompatible
with their so-cailed “’libertarian” or "individual-
istic' poiitical philosophy. At any rate they do
seem to think that opposition to libertarianism
is one component of our atleged “specific
philosophical orthodexy.” Thus Mr. Veyh! and
Mr. Paseckis assert that all the members of the
Department “are opposed to the idea of a
liberiarian political system in which the ini-
tiation of force or fraud (or threats thereof) by
anyone, including the government, 1s prohibi-
ted, and in which ali preperty {including all the
“means of production”) is privately. owned”
(Ergo, vol.V, No.16, p.3). And they go on, in
the same paragraph, 1o assert that vwe “all favor
a political systemn, statism, in which government
inttiates the use of force against its citizens, and
thus violates the individual's rights.”

Before speaking directly to the question of
the truth of these assertions, let me make some
prefiminary points. First, aftruism is not incon-
sistant with libertarianism. One who thinks that
concern for the welfare of others is 2 virtue
may well also think that the welfare of others is
best served under a libertarian political system.
Similarly, a non-altruist might consistenthy
advocate collectivism: he might think his own
interests would be best served under a collectiv-
ist political systerm, | mention these points,
obvious enough in themselves, only because in
the minds of Ergoists altruism and collsctivism
{or “statism’’} seem so closely associated that
one fears they think that from the fact that one
is an altruist it somehow foliows that one is a
colisctivist {or statist). Second, just as from the
fact that no member of the Department is a
Roman Catholic, it plainly does not follow that
there is some one religion we all share, so, even
supposing it to be true that we are united in
opposition te libertarianism, it would scarcely
foliow that there is some one political system
we all favor. And the fact is, as should be clear
from what | have already said, that there simply
is no one political system we all favor. Now, |
think Myr. Veyhl and Mr. Peseckis are aware of
this. And so | think we must not understand
their assertion that we "‘ali favor & political
system, statism, " as implying that there is
a particutar political system we zall favor; their
assertion must be understood to imply only
that each of us favors some political system or
other incompatible with libertarianism. Third,
we must of course distinguish failing to sub-
scribe to libertarianism from favoring some
position incompatible with libertarianism. it is
perfectly possible for someane to be quite up in
the air on the matter, inclining now this way
now that, unable to reach a settied conviction.

With respect to the question of the truth of
their assertions, the following points need to be
made. {a} At least one member of the Depart-
ment is strongly inclined to the view that the
sole function of government should be “pro-
tective,” that is, that goverrnmentaj intervention
is justifiable only when required for the pro-
tection of individuai rights. {b} Two or perhags
three members of the Department view govern-
mental intervention as a necessary evil, look
with skepticism on what 1s sometimes called
“"social enginzering,’” and view with alarm what
they see as increasing governmental control
over individuals. {c} Mo member of the Depart-
ment thinks that &f/ property should be
privately owned. Some rather like national
parks, some think municipally owned police
stations are necessary, and some gre even strong
for public roads. {d} As | have already
mentioned, somé members of the Department
are out-and-out ccllectivists; and short of this,
there are some who think the proper functions
of government extend considerably beyond the
merely protective reole that libertarians ad-
vocate.

i think, then, that just as it is true io say
that we are all “opposed tg any ethical code
which supports an individual’s living his life
solely for his own sake,”” so also it is true to say
that none of us subscribes to “the idea of a
libertarian political system in which the ini-
tiation of force or fraud {or threats thereof) by
anyone, including the government, is pro-
hibited, and in which alt property lincluding all
the “means of oproduction”) is privately
owned.” in short, no member of the Depart-
ment subscribes to all the elements of the moral
and political philesophy advocated by the
Ergeists. So far, at least, that is what our
alleged “specific philosophical orthodoxy”
appears to come to.

But of course § have yet to say anything of
““analytic philosophy''; and somie will no doubt
think that here, at least, the charge of over-
whelming bias is surely justified. Now, | think
the guestion whsather the charge is justified is
exceedingly thorny and difficult, and | know of

no way of dealing with it that combines brevity

with accuracy. | could point out that, contrary
to what Mr. Ross and Mr. Peseckis say in their
“open letter” to you, no member of the

Cepartment subscribes to '"the view that philo--
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sophy consists of “analysis’ rather than the
answering of fundamental guestions.” But that
response, though true enough, really would be
evasive; for Mr, Ross and Mr. Peseckis have, {
suspect, here failed to do justice to their own
position. At least one can imaging more circum-
spect critics who would so chopse their words
that such a guicl and easy response would not
be available. So [t me say some things about
the furor over “analytic philosophy.”

A good piace to begin is with the appli-
cation of the term ‘analytic philosopher’. Who
are the "analytic philosophers?” There arg, to
begin with, four groups or “schools” the
members of which, | think, would count as
“anatytic philosophers,” as that term is com-
monly used: {a) the group of philogophers
sometimes referred to as comprising ““the Cam-
bridge School” — notably, G.E. Moore, Ber-
irand Russell, the early Wittgenstein, F.P.
Ramsey, and of cowurse various and sundry
tesser figures; (b} the logical positivisis; {¢) the
so-called “‘Wittgensteinians,” that is, Wittgen-
stein himself in his iater pericd and these wheo
are thought of as his foliowers; {d} the so-cailed
“Ordinary Language Philosophers’” (or “Oxford
Phitosophers’), chiet among whomis the late
John Austin, But it is really most important to
understand that the term ‘analytic philoscpher’
is not restricied to members of these groups.
On the contrary, most of those to whom the
term is applied — especialiv thoss who are alive
and well — constitute a goite ill-defined fifth
group composed of philosophers who exhibit
one or another affinity to one or another or
perhiaps several of the first four groups. Now,
the inclusion of this fifth group within the
range of application of the term ‘analytic
phiiosopher” makes for an wunusually high
degree of uncertainty as to what the term
means. When philosophers as diverse in their
orientations as Roderick Chisholm, Nelson
Goodman, and Peter Strawson all count as
“analytic philosophers,”” one despairs of saying
at all clearly what an “analytic philosopher”’ js.
But even if attention is confined to the first
four groups, uncertainty rermains, In fact, dif-
ferences c¢come to mind more readily than
similarities. There is, for example, no particular
philosephical doctrine shared by all or even a
simple majority of the members of the first
four groups. Thus, sorme are nominalists, but
many are not; some are ethical subjectivists, but
many are not; some are conventionalists with
respect tolegic and mathematics, but many are
not; and s0 on, and so on. The situation is the
same with respect to views about the nature of
philosophy. It Is perhaps true, though | am by
no means sure, that a majority of the members
of the first courses would say that philos-

ophy consists of “analysis."But if so, then it.

has to be added at once thai guite diverse
things would be understood by {8t term. (it s
difficuit to imagine two more radically dif-
ferent concepiions of the nature of philosophy
than those to be found in, say, Witigenstein’s
Philoscphical Investigations and Russell’s
Logical Atomisrn} And in this connection it
should be borne in mind alsc that some
members of these first {our groups have
explicitly denied that philosophy consists of
“analysis.” (I am reminded here of John
Wisdom's reference to “Moore's account of
philosophy as anlayis,” which drew from Moore
the indignant response: '"... as i § had
somewhere said that philosophy consisted in
analysis! . .. It is not true that | have either said
or thought or implied that analysis is the only
proper business of philosophy!”’)

If “analytic philosophy”™ is what “analytic
philosophers’ practice or subscribe to, then !}
do not know what it is. Neither, | think, does
anyone else. It is this that led me to remark 1o
Mr. Paseciis and Mir. Ross that the term is “not
useful,” a remark they seem to find repre-
hensible, But if that is what one believes, what
else is one to sav? Stitl, Mr. Peseckis and Mr.
Veyht claim (Ergo vol.V, No.17, p.1} to have
given, in an earlier issue of their paper, a
"perfectly walid” expianation of the term that
is *"in accordange with common use.” The
explanation in question is to be found, | take it,
in the foliowing paragraph of the article that
appears wunder their byiine in Ergo, vol.V,
MNo.15:

The present state of philosophy is the
culmination of “analytic philosophy”
which has deminated American philo-
sophy in recent decades. The essence of
this trend has been 2o view philosophy as
a kind of *logicai” — linguistic "‘analy-
sis” (contemporary logic is a horror
story in itselfy of propositions and "sets”
of prapositions,gn contrast to the view
that philosophy is the science of the
fundamental aspects of man and his
relation to reality which underlies ali
other sciences and the humanities. The
resuit has been massive doses of triviaj
word-chopping combined with an
expiicit or implicit acceptance of many
fundamental ideas inherited by default
from past philosophers. Analytic philos-
ophers have (for good reason) never had
much direct influence on the culture at
large, affecting directly only philos-
ophers and non-applied scientists {such
as those in certain branches of mathe-
matics and theoretical physics). And
because their approach has been im-
potent to deal with real philesophical
‘prDbIems, the major views of earlier
philosophers have gone unchallenged in
lour eulture. Indeed, contemporary philog-
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By Paul Schindler

The Student Information Pro-
cessing Board (SIPB) is currently
suffering from a problem which
may be unigue in the annals of
student activities. It is having
trouble distributing money, in
the form of computer time.

The board is now four years
old, and its checkered career
explains its current problems.
SIPB Chairman Chris Tavares *73
told The Tech that the board
had *“publicity the first year
because it was new, The second

year we got a budget of
$120,000, and that made news.
The third year, our budget cut
made it impossible for us to
maintain our prior level of ser-
vice. This year, we're not new,
and we have a comfortable bud-
get. 80 no one had heard of us.”
Normally, this wouldn’t be a
roblem, but there were people
who were turned away last vear
because of the cuts, who might
be back in if they knew times
were better.
SIPB is already offering an

effectively unlimited calculator
service to any member of the
MIT community, a group which
includes faculty, and student
spouses, This system is easy to
operate, and comes with com-
plete instructions. It can be ac-
cessed from any terminal which
MULTICS can understand. Such
terminals are located in the Stu-
dent Center Library as well as
several dormitories, fraternities,
and the Information Processing
Center. Either an IBM 2741 con-
sole (which looks like a selectric

typewriter) or z teletype can tie
intec the system by dialing
8-8111 for the faster machine
and 8-6111 for the slower ones,

A slightly limited service
offered by SIPB is batch proces-
sing of WATFIV; a deck can be
run once per night, with a limit
of 50 pages of output, and 30
seconds of CPU, compiling time
not included.

SIPB can allocate time on any
IPC system, including MULTICS
and the IBM 370/165. Occa-

sionally, time can be worked out
on other machines, including the
Civil-Mechanical Joint Computer
facility. In addition, SIPB has a

machine census lisiing most
computers on campus, and the
members of the board can des-
cribe the capabilities of almost
all of them.

A portion of the SIPB consti-
tution dedicates the organization
to the task of “cutting the red
tape” which usually stands
between a student and possible
use of an MIT computer.

f ophers have no desire to challenge many
of thern — altruism being perhaps the
most blatant of these positions which
have been accepted on faith. {Analytic
philosophy itseif is based on certain
fallacies passed down from earlier philos-
ophy, such as the analyticsynthetic
dichotomy, nominalism and Hume's
“sensualist’™ theory of meaning.} Because
of their consensus on what kind of
“arguments” are to be considered re-
spectable in philosophy {i.e. word chop-
ping) philosophers concerned with fun-
damental principles and realism in
relation to life on earth have been al} but
totally excluded from the universities by
the established Taculty.

What does this paragraph tell us about the

nature of ""analytic philosephy?”” The heart of

the matier, "the essence,” is apparentiy this:

anaiytic philosaphers “visw philosophy as a

kind of ‘'logicai’dinguistic ‘analysis’ of proposi-

already allowed that it is perhaps true that a
majority of the philaosophers in the first four
groups mentioned above would say {or, better,
would have said — since so few remain) that
philosophy consists of something calied “'analy-
sis.” But, because of varying senses of ‘analysis’,
it is doubiful to what extent this fact — if
indeed it is a fact — can be taken to indicate
genuine agreement. The addition of the adjec-
tive ‘logical” helps not at all: either it serves np
function or else it narrows sven further what-
ever area of aggreement there was. And the
coupiing of ‘logical’ with ‘linguistic’ only con-
founds matters all the more. | should say also
that, among theose current philosophers to
whom the adjective ‘apalytic’ gets applied, }
suspect there are few who would be willing 10
say, "philosophy consists of anaiysis.” | suspect
they would regard such @ remark as at best
unitlurminating. Mr. Veyht and Mr, Peseckis pro-
ceed 1o contrast the view of the nature of
philosophy ailegedly shared by “analytic philos-
ophers™ with "the view that philosophy is the
scienge of the fundamental aspects of man and
his relation to reality.” MNow, that philosophy
has 10 do with, among other things, “the
fundamental aspects of man and his relation to
reality’”” few philosophers would wish to deny.
Strident positivists of the 12305 and certain
Wittgensteinians perhaps, though in spite of
their disclaimers it seems clear in retrospect
that they rmanaged somehow to take substan-
tive positions on problems they should in ali
consistency have regarded as not genuine prob-
lems at all, But few philosophers indeed would
call philosophy a ‘'science.” For reasons that
vary from one philosopher to znother, that
term is reserved for mathematics and the
ermpirical disciplines.

The accusation of “trivial word-chopping,””
of not thinking "in {fundamentais” {Mr.
Peseckis, Ergo, vol.V, MNo.15, p.3} of “substitu-
ting word games for intellectual analysis [sic]
based upon objective standards’” lop. ¢it., p.4}
is, in its general import anyway, familiar
enough. “Amnalytic philosophers” are pretiy
commonly said to be unconcerned with the rea!
issues, to content themsefves with clever intel-
lectual exercises, to awvaid the answering of
fundamerital questions. | have long since given
up hope of altering the convictions of those
who make such accusations, but — for what it
may be worth — here is what | should say in
response, First, if the fundamental questions of
philosophy are those sometimes referred to as
the “perennial problems of philosophy ” —
probiems that have occupied the center of the
stage in Western phiiosophy since Socrates —
then it is simply false that philosophers com-
monly called “analytical” are unconcerned with
them., {}f these are not ‘“the fundamental
guestions,”” I'm totally at s loss to know what
would be.) There simply is no fundamental
question of philosophy that has not been of
concern to rmany of those commonly called
“"analytic philosophers.” Second, although
some “analytic philosophers'” have taken the
position that these fundamental guestions are
in fact “pseudo-problems’ or problems calling
for ““dissolution” rather than “solution,” their
number has never been large and it is at present
very smali indeed. Third, it is true that in
dealing with these questions “analytic philos-
ophars'* frequently fail to come to conclusions,
A number of them are not good “answerers.”
The explanation for this is simple enough: the
nuestions themsalves are encrrnously difficult,
their interconnections are iniricate, they do not
lend themselves to some relatively cut-and-dried
aroblem-solving technique — the result being
that responsibiz philosophers of modest abili-

tions and ‘sets’ of propositions.” Now, } have

ties {and few of us rate as geniuses! are apt to
venture no more than & new insight inte some
one aspect of a problem, a clarification of what
is acknowledged to be a smail point. Fourth,
“analytical philosophers” frequently dea! with
minutiae. The reason for this is implicit in what
I have just said: the fundamental questions of
philosophy really are complex and diificult,
and no adeguate treatment of them can fail 1o
take gccount of hosts of small and esoteric
matters that have accumulated arcund them
over the course of centues. If “analytic
philosophy” seems weai isomely painstaking,
that is because “‘analytic philosophers” think
that ornly painstaking inquiry will provide
ultimately satisfying answers. Fifth, “analytic
philosophers’ frequently talk about the uses of
words. (They are in this respect in a grend
tradition, one that is at least as ancient as
Aristotle, See, for example, his Metaphysics,
passim.} The reason is that it seems to many of
them that the zlucidation of more or less subtle
points of usage will serve to dispel confusions
that are ail too easy to fall into when thinking
about the fundamental questions. No doubt
some “‘analytic philosophers,” by their preoc-
cupation with ratters of usage, have given the
impression that they think there is nothing else
to philosophy. And perhaps some of them have
actually thought this. If se, their number is
exceedingly small,

One meore remark concerning the paragraph
guoted above. Mr. Peseckis and Mr. Veyhl say
that “‘analytic philosophy s based on ‘such
fallacies’ as "the analyticsynthetic dichotomy,
nominalism and Hume’s sensualist isicl theory
of meaning.” | find this astonishing in view of
the fact that hosts of those classed as “analytic
philosophers’’ would reject nominalism, the
fact that feww would accept anything that couid
accurately be described as "Hume's theory of
meaning,” and the fact that there is and has
been now for almost a2 quarter of a century 3
controversy among “analytic philosophers’ as
to whether there 15 any such thing as the
“analytic-synthetic dichotomy.”

Is the Department “overwhelmingly biased’”
in the dirgction of “analytic philgsophy?™ |
have tried to make it plain that | think thereis
little content 1o the question. But in order not
to seem evasive, let me deal with the quesiion
as best | can. To the best of my knowledge, no
member of the Department belongs to any of
the first four groups mentioned above. The
ill-defined character of the fifth group makesa
numerical estimate difficult. The best 1 can say
is that, of the sixtegn persons presently on the
faculty lincluding instructors), seven would
pretty certainly be put inte the fifth group by
most people who use the term “anaiytic philos-
opher.”” There are others who might make it
and there are perhaps as many as four who
would pretty certainiy not. But | hope | hawe
said enough to make it evident that thess
figures do not in any case lend support to the
accusation that there is in the Department ‘3
specific philosophical orthodoxy.” In general,
“anaiytic phitosophers” differ amang them-
selves as much as they differ from ‘‘non-
analytic philosophers.” And the analytic
philosophers” in the Department subscribe to
no common set of doctrines, nor do they share
a conception of the nature of philosophy.

But what of the claim by Mr. Ross and Mr.
Peseckis to have “‘thoroughly documented"
their accusation of overwhelming bias toward
"analytic philosephy?”’ The evidence given is
curiously circumstantial, and a good deal of it
seems hardly worthy of being called evidence at
atl. But there are a couple of matters that call
for comment. One is the statement that “a
student transferring to the MIT graduste pro-
gram in philgsophy"’ said (to Mr. Veyh! and Mr.
Peseckis, § presume} that | had said to him that
“"all we're interested in is linguistic philosophy*
{Ergo, vol.V, No.16, p.2}). It is simply false that
! made the statememnt here attributed to me.
Another is the citation of portions of the
catalogue description of the prograrn in philos-
ophy. {(Same issue, p.1} The first of these reads
as follows: “Philosophy aims at analysis and
criticism of the concepts and principles funda-
mental 1o the sciences, to our common sense
view of ihe world, and to our modes of
valuation.”” | wrote it. 1 was rather proud of it
at the time, but now it seems to me as empty as
most catalogue descriptions. In it the word
‘analysis’ functions as one of those words one
uses when one has nothing very specific to
convey. The word is a favorite of those who
write catalogue descriptions, and even Mr.
Peseckis is 1o be found using it — in a passage |
quoted above, Asiittle can be inferred frorn my
use of it as can be inferred from his. The second
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citation from the catalogue reads this way:
“The program of siudies leading 1o the degree
of Doctor of Philosophy is designed to provide
comprehensive training in modern philosophy,
emphasizing particularly its analytical and
scientific aspects.” That was in the catalogue
before | came to MIT, and | am not certain wha
is responsible for i1, § have never been fond of it
and have sometimes thought of changing it. But
re-writing catalogue copy is one of those things
| find it easy. to put off. Finally, there is the
matter of several of us having been contributors
to a veolume of essays called Analfytical
Philosopfy. Speaking for myself, | would at the
time have been happy to have had my own
contribution published under almost any title;
the main thing was to get the essay published. |
still don't particularly mind its having appeared
in a book having that title; for the title jtself
conveys next to nothing. (No doubt the
Ergoists will soon discover that another essay of
mine is re-printed in a coliection with the title
Ordinary Language Philosophy, and no doubt
they will promptly infer that | belong to the
group of “Oxford Philosophers” mentioned
above,)

tet me take up now the charges of “sup-
pression” and ““discrimination.” An elementary
point to begin with: 1t is necessary to distin-
ouish non-representation, on the one hand,
from suppression and discrimination on the
other. Thus, as | have said above, there are as
far as | know ro nominalists or skeptics or
subjectivists or altruists (in Miss Rand's sense)
in the Department; supposing this to.be true, it
svidently doszs not follow that the Depariment
is engaged in suppression of and discrimination
against nominalists, skeptics, subjectivists, and
altruists {in Miss Rand’s sense), Similarly with
the philosophy of Miss Rand. Evidence for
suppression of ihat philosophy and discrimina-
tion against its adherents must therefore go
beyond the mere fact of non-representation.
What is the evidence supposed to be? The
Ergoists point out that there is no course
devoted to Miss Rand's philosophy, and they
claim that her views are givean oniy '‘a token
presentstion”” in the course Centemporary
Moral Issues -- a presentation in which, they
say, her views are “‘misrepresented and dis-
toried” {Erge, vol.V, No.16, n.4). 1 do not
know how to decide what is or is not a
"“token presentation.”” But if the fact that Miss
Rand’s philosophy receives no more than what-
ever that is supposed to be shows that her ideas
are suppressed, what then is to be said of the
ideas of such an “anaiytic philosopher” as
Wittgenstein? There is no course on his philos-
ophy, nor as far as | know dges he receive cven
"token presentation’ in any course. Are we
suppressing his ideas? The fact is of course that
at the moment there happens t0 be no member
of the Departrment who especiatly wants (6 give
a course on Witigenstein, nar does any of us see
a course in his philesophy as an indispensable
part of the curricelum. The same hoids in the
case of the philosophy of Miss Rand, As to the
charge of distortion and misrepresentation of
her ideas, 1 have no direct evidence. At the
same time, | have confidence in those who
teach the course in guestion; and that con-
fidence is no: shaken by the unsupported
assertion of Mr, Veyh! and Mr. Peseckis.

In an articie with the headline “Provost
Opposes  FEducational Reform,” WMr. Ross
reports Walter Rosenblith as having said that he
“simply couid nct see hiring anyone on the
basis of his ideological beliefs.” Mr. Ross then
goes on io say: “We reiterated our argument
that this is precisely what is happening in the
philosophy department now. Prospective
facufty members and graduate students are
chosen on the pasis of a specific approach to
phitosophy — namely the analytic one — which
presupposes certain fundamental philosophical
views." {Erge, wolV, N619. p.1; emphasis
mine.) One would naturally suppose, given this
ungqualified assertion, that Mr, Ross possesses
first-hand acquaintance with the procedures we
tse in seiecting new faculty members and
graduate students. He does not. If he did, he
would reajize that cendidates for teaching
pasitions and prospective graduate students do
not present themselves with ideological colors
flying and that we make no effort to discover
to which, if any, philosophical system they are
committed. We look for the obvious: in the
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case of faculty members, scholarly excelience
and teaching ability in subject-matter areas in
which the Department needs strepngth; in the
case of graduate students, evidence of ability to
perform at 2 superior {eve! in advanced work in
phiiosophy.

In connection with the issue of suppression
I must call attention to a certain inaccuracy
that has appeared again and agsin in the pages
of Erge. it is repeatedly stated that, in the
course of my conversation of December 15
with Mr. Peseckis and Mr. Ross, | “refused to
hire an advocaie of Objectivism.” Now, what |
did tell them was that the Department has not
in the past and wiil not in the future make
appointments on the hasis of a candidate's
commitment to this ar that philosophical “ism”
but that i should be happy to receive from
tham names of Objectivists for the Department
to consider (along with some 250 others) as
candidates for positions we were then seeking
to fill. {Dean Bishop has informed me that he
extended the same invitation.) Calling this a
“refusal 1o hire an Objectivist’’ seems to me to
fall short of the “objective reporting” Ergoists
claim for their paper. 1 should add that )
cautioned Mr. Peseckis and Mr. Ross that |
would need the names soon, since we were at
that very time in the process of reviewing
applications. Mr. Peseckis and Mr. Ross have
vet to present me with any names — this in
spite of their assertion in the “open letter’” to
me that they would “giadly submit” such
names for consideration. The appointments
procedure has thus gone on without benefit of
their advice.

! do not want to say much about the
personal attacks that have been made in the
pages of £Ergo on me and other members of the
Departmeni. But there is one instance of this
on which | feel 1 must comment. {n the report
of the conversation with the Provost, Mr. Ross
writes: “Frank [Peseckis} told [Rosenblith]
that he had taken seven philosophy courses
shready, and that members of the philcsophy
department themselves aren’t even competent
to  teach their gwn doctrines. He cited
specifically Professor Boolos' presentation of
-contemporary logical theory in course 24.03,
which presentation was disorganized and in-
coherent.” {£frgo, vol.V, No.19, p.3) | do not
know whether 24.03 is supposed t0 be one of
the seven philosophy courses Mr. Peseckis has
“taken.” ¥ it is, then, in the interests of
“objective reporting” it should have been
pointed cut that he did not receife a grade in
the course nor did he attend the entire term.
{Roughly half the term, according ro Professor
Boolos.) | was of course not in attendance at
ail, and consequently | have no direct evidence
that bears on the question whether Professor
Boolos® presentation was in fact disorganized
and incoherent, But 1 find it difficult to believe
that it was. In my opinicn, and in the opinion
of fellow-workers in his principal field of
interest, Professor Boolos has an exceptionai
ability to present ihe results of recent work in
logic in a clear, orderly, and coherent way.

! suspect that what lies behind Mr. Peseckis’
evaluation of Professor Boolos is an evaluation
of contemporary logic itself. Recall the remark,
made parenthetically by Mr. Peseckis and My,
Veyhi, that “contemporary legic is a horror
story in itself.”” | am not sure why they think
this, But t conjecture that they fail to
distinguish logic itsetf from certain philos-
ophical views about the nature and episterno-
logical status of logic {and of mathematics).
The distinction seems easy and gbvious erough,
but | fear that Mr. Peseckis and Mr. Veyh! have
ouerlooked it. And § fear that it is nothing mare
than this that leads them to cite in their “open
letter” to vou, as evidence of our alleged bias,
the fact that the Department affers no course
in Aristotelian logic. The fact is that Aristotle’s
contributions te legic — which consist primarily
of the theory of the svllogism - far from being
somehow “‘opposed”’ to contemporary logic,
are comprised within it; his views about the
nature of iogic, about its role in scientific
inquiry, and about the epistemological status of
principles of togic — these are another matter
altogether.

I must end this letter. Althaugh much more
could be said, § haven't the stomach for it. !
hope that what | have said will be of some use
to you.

Yours,
Richard L. Cariwright
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By Peter A. Schulz

The wvarsity swimming team
ended their season in spectacular
fashion this past weekend with
an outstanding performance in
the New England Champion-
ships. In making up for a disap-
.pointing season, the swimmers
beat both Amherst and

were broken in the procesy of
finishing seventh in the compe-
tition. In the 200 yard back-
stroke, Dave Deacon ’75 took a
fourth with a tithe of 2:07.
Freshman wonder Dave Schioerb
broke the 200 yard breaststroke
record with a 2:20, placing sev-
enth in the event. Certainly for
MIT, the 500 vard freestyle was
the highlight of the meet with
Peter Schulz *74 breaking the
record (5:11) and captain Ed

Weslevan, two teams which had
beaten them in dual meet com-
petition.

Three MIT wvarsity records

cleared 1 to b his own
record set two vears age by 2%,
He failed at 15°8” and took
third place, with Jim Kieiger of
Harvard gaining second aiso at
15°4”, but with fewer misses.
Bill Hayes of Maryland won the
competition with a vault of
15’8,

Wilson’s accomplishment fol
lowed by a week his first place
finish in the New England’s with
a bound of 14'9”. That meet
also saw the Tech one-mile relay
team of Gary Wiikes 74, Keith
Killough ’74, Bill Leimkuhler
*73 and Elliot Borden °73 set a
mew MIT record of 3:22.4,
breaking the old record of
3:22.6 set in 1949. Borden’s

ike Charetle

The MIT varsity track team -
garnered its first points at the
IC4 A’s in five years last week-
end. Dave Wilson *73 took third
place in the pole vault breaking
the MIT record with a leap of
15°4”", Only three other athletes
in the past 20 years have placed
in the IC4A’s: Ben Wilson 70,
Steve Svdorizk '68 and John
Morefield ’56.

Wilson competed in a field of
20 wvaulters. The competition,
held this year at Princeion,
started on Saturday with seven
vaulters clearing 15 feet to quali-
fy for the finals held on Sunday.
The next day, Wilson missed
twice at 14797, cleared the
height on his third attempt, and
then sailed over 15° on his first
try.

Wilson

effort was particularly impres-
sive as he turned in a time of
48.9 seconds for the quarter
mile. The relay team took fifth
place in the meet.

then sugcessfillly -

Dave uit event in the [C4A%
held at Princeton iast weekend. Wilson broke ‘his own record by 2%
inches, with a vauilt of 194", Wiison is only the fourth MIT athlets
io place in the IC4A e last twenty vears.

Kavazaniian *73 breaking it once
in the trials {5:09) and again in
the finals with a time of 5:0i.
That time was the fourth best
time of the day in the event and
qualified Kavazanjian for the
NCAA College Division Nation-
als next weekend in Detroif,
although in place it only made
him sevenih.

In the 400 yard freestyle re-
lay, Craig Christiansen ’76, Tom
Peterson 73, Bob Paster ’73,
and Kavazanjian, swimming the
anchor leg in 48.9, brought the
team a fourth place finish with a
time of 3:21, only two seconds
off the MIT record. In the 400
yard medley relay, Deacon,
Schicerb, Peterson and Paster
placed seventh in a time of 3:49,
only one second off of the MIT
record.

Gther finalists were Kavazan-
jian with a sixth in the 200 yard
freestyle and Dave Deacon with
a fifth in the 100 vard back-
stroke. Other outistanding per-
formances were turned in by
Tom Peterson and Dan Bethen-
court in the 200 yard individual
mediey and 200 vyard back-
stroke. Other fine performances
were by Gerry Tourgee ’76 in
the 500 yard and the grueling
1650 yard freestyle, by Dave
Schpeider *74 in the 200 yard
butterfly, and by Chuck Shef-
field ’76 in the 200 yard breast-
stroke.

For the swimmers the season
ends on a jubilant note, a small
dedicated squad with a few grad-
uziing veterans and a developing
group of excellent freshmen.

nﬁf‘
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The women’s swimming {eam
hegan their season in earnest this
past week as they journeyed first
to Roston College and then to
Bridgewater State College. They
came away from their first series
of dual meets ever (they have
previousity swum only in inviia-
fionals) with a 1-2 record.

The new, eighi-lane BC pool
was the scene of both the team’s
first win and the first loss last
Wednesday, February 28, as

they beat Fitchburg Siate Col-

lege 75-27 and lost to host Bos-
ton College 68-38. The meet
against BC was closer than the
score indicates, as the inexperi-
enced MIT swimmers were
touched-out several times.

A highlight of the meet was
the 2-3 finish in the 100 yard
breaststroke against BT, which
was scored as a 1-2 findsh against
Fitchburg (in
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The MIT varsity fencers won their seventh New
England Championship last weekend. From left to
right: Park Wong ‘75 third in sabre, Michael Wong

*73 first in sabre
and Mark Sausville ‘74 third in foil.

Chiris Eckel ‘75 second in epee,

FPhoto by Dave Nmbu:éer
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Varsity swim captain Ed Kavazanjian *73, who in his last meet fc
MIT, -at the New Englands this weekend, gualified for the NCA#
Coliege Nationals in the 500 yard freestyle, setting an MIT record
He also placed sixth in the 200 free and anchored the fourth piac.

400 yard medley relay team.
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Pistol sin

finishes season

The MIT Pistol team com-
pleted its finest season Saturday
when it defeated the US Naval
Academy 3183-3166. The win
assured the Tech marksmen of
first place in the Northeast Col-
legiate Pistol League, in competi-
tion with such teams as Navy,

2 .“-“‘W
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score is kept as if there were
thiree separate dual meets occur-
ring) of Debbie Schacter 76 and
Dallas Abbot "74. Jan Henze *73,
Nancy Spinka G and Bev Seavey
*73 were the other chief sources.

Abbott and Schacter also
swam in the 50 wyard breast-
stroke, with times of 45.2 and
44.0 respectively, their 166
times
They both began swimming for
the team during IAP, and have
shown great promise, continu-
ously lowering their times., An-
other recent addition to the
team is Henze, who took more
than two seconds off her 1:12.9
100 yard {reestyle time at Bos-
ton College when the team went
to Bridgewater, and came in
second with 1:10.2,

On Monday night the team
went to Bridgewater State for
their second away meei, Though
the coaches had a better idea of
how individuals would swim,
something that they had not
known for the previous mmeet,
the team was minus some of its
members, Including Schacter,
and therefore some shifting of
swimmers was necessary, making
optimum use of the team impos-
sible.

Spinka was the heroine Mon-
day night, being the only mem-
ber of the team to fake a first.
She won the 200 yard freestyle
in a time of 2:34.6. The final
score was 75-29, Bridgewater
winning.

MNoi to be forgotten is the
team’s diver, Diane Dickinson,
who placed second. She won the
diving against both Boston Col-
lege and Fitchbusrg by defauli, as
neither of them had divers for
the meet. In Tuesday’s intra-
mural diving final, Dickinson
and Sue Godsell 8G, who both
dives and swims for the feam,
placed 2-3.

were 1:37.2 and {:34.9.°

West Point, Air Force, and tk
Coast Guard Academy. MIT
record of 11-1 in this seasc
coinbined with its 12-0 record i
the Greater Boston Pisic
League, gives the team an overa
record of 23-1, certainly a brigh
spot in the Institute’s athlet:
program.

MIT’s victory Saturday w:
gained by four good scores. Me:
ick Leler 74 was high with 814{
followed by captain john Ste:
kar *73 797. Ted Ruegsegger <
793, and Karl Seeler *74 783
The team score of 3185, whii
not a record, represenis a soli:
effort against a good opponen:
1t was this depth of effort, de
monstrated throughout ti
course of the year that resuite:
in the team’s excellent overa
recosd.

The team’s performance thi
season continues a {rend starte
eight seasons ago with the arriv:
of Coach Thomas McLlennan. A
that time the team’s best effor
had been one win in a season i
collegiate competition. Coac
MeLennan’s efforts have resulte
in consistent improvement in th
team’s performance, and shou!
be given full credit for th
team’s current record.
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